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NOTICE.—Arrangements have been made for the | 


attendance at Judges’ Chambers of a Barrister, 
who will furnish to this Journal, from week to 
week, reports of points of law decided in Cham- 
bers relating to the New Practice. 

All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ 


Journal” must be authenticated by the name of the 
writer. 
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LONDON, NOVEMBER 6, 1875. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


We vunpErsTANpD that a paper is in course of signature 
by the members of the junior equity bar, recommending 
that a meeting be called to consider the question of 
counsel appearing in chambers before the chief clerks. 





WE PRINT ELSEWHERE part of the regulations just made 
under section 14 of the Judicature Act, 1875, adapting 
enactments relating to attorneys to the solicitors of the 
Supreme-Court. We may hereafter return to these reg- 
ulations, and shall now only draw attention to the pro- 
vision that, as regards all persons now under articles, 
and who have not yet passed the intermediate or final 
examinations, all notices given and examinations. to be 
made, in pursuance of such notices, and the subjects 
notified as the subjects for examination, shall respectively 
be deemed to be notices, examinations, and subjects 
given, made, and notified respectively under the new 
orders. Weareinformed that the Final Examination tobe 
held in January next will embrace the Judicature Acts 
and the rules thereunder, The law and practice of probate 
and divorce will, at the same time, be. made a new sub- 
ject of examination. It is not, however, essential that 
the last-mentioned subject should be taken up. 





THE NEW PROCEDURE has already seen its successes and 
its failures, and it is right to add that the successes are 
substantial and the failures slight and accidental. 
All those who were most nearly affected by the new 
practice, as administered at chambers, were gratified 
to learn that so experienced and able a judge as Mr. 
Justice Lush had undertaken, for some time at least, 





to fulfil the onerous duties of judge at chambers. As 
the Act came into force before the courts assembled, it 
was at chambers that it first found its application, and, 
by a curious accident, one of the earliest cases 
falsified in its result the gloomy predictions of the 
“Lawyer” who announced to the world that it would 
hereafter cost £250 to obtain a result which, under the 
old practice, could be secured for £5. The public may 
be relieved to learn that it has been found possible, for an 
expenditure probably not much exceeding three 
guineas, to stay about ninety actions brought against a 
company in course of winding up. A correspond. 
ence in the number of the actions actually stayed in- 
duces us to surmise that the case to which we refer may 
be the very same which excited the “ Lawyer’s” appre- 
hensions. 

With respect to pending business much difficulty was 
anticipated. The order recently promulgated at judge’s 
chambers, and the directions given by the judges 
of the Chancery Division, have, to some extent, 
prevented embarrassment. Their general tendency is to 
bring under the new system as much of the pending 
business as can be conveniently carried on by means of 
it. Although the learned judges at Westminster 
cannot be said to have displayed, with reference to pend- 
ing business, such an enthusiastic longing to grapple 
with the new statute as some practitioners evince, they 
have usefully exercised a kind of obstetrical skill in bring- 
ing it into life, and have dexterously, and with laudable 
cunning, put aside difficulties which need not be violently 
handled. They doubtless recognize the hardship of 
making a certain number of litigants, whose causes hap- 
pen to be in suit at a transition period, bear an unusual 
cost in order that points of practice which will have no 
future value, should be for the moment determined. 





Sivcz THE vacancy occurred in the office of Attorney- 
General there has been a good deal said ‘about the 
necessity for continuing the division of the law officer- 
ships between members of the two bars. Assuming that 
Sir John Holker remains a law officer, it is said that his 
colleague will have to be found at the equity bar. There 
may be some foundation for the notion in the origin of 
the office of Solicitor-General ; the arrangement suggested 
is, moreover, very convenient. But, considering the way in 
which the notion has been disregarded in recent times, it 
is curious that there should be supposed to be any custom 
onthe subject. As a matter of fact, it has been quite 
usual for both the law officers to be members. of the 
common law bar. So long ago as 1844 there were two 
common law officers, Sir W. Follett and Sir F. Thesiger ; 
shortly after Sir T. Wilde and Sir John Jervis held 
office together, and in 1852 Sir F. Thesiger and Sir F, 
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Kelly were Attorney and Solicitor-General. In recent 
years it is only necessary to mention Sir John Karslake 
and Sir Baliol Brett, who held office together; Sir R. 
Collier and Sir J. D. Coleridge, who were Attorney 
and Solicitor-General in 1868 ~—71; and Sir H. James and 
Sir W. V. Harcourt, the law officers of the late Govern- 
ment. 





THOSE OF OUR READERS who are also readers of the 
Law Reports will cbserve in the November part of the 
equity series, issued to subscribers yesterday, a memoran- 
dum as to the costs of three counsel, James, L.J., being 
reported to have said on the 6th of July, that “the 
Lord Chancellor, in concurrence with the Lords Justices, 
and after communication with the taxing masters, had 
laid down, as a rule, that the mere fact of a junior counsel 
in a cause having been appointed one of her Majesty’s 
counsel was not a sufficient reason for allowing on taxa- 
tion the costs of briefs tothree counsel.” It will be ob- 
served that this is a very carefully guarded statement, and 
that the rule will not preclude the consideration of whe- 
ther, under the special circumstances of each particular 
case, the costs of a third brief may not be allowed. In 
fact, only two days after the remarks of the Lord Justice 
had been made, and while they had been reported only 
in the newspapers, they were brought before the atten- 
tion of Vice-Chancellor Bacon, who, after discussing 
their meaning, allowed the costs of a brief to a junior 
counsel brought in after the original junior had been 
called within the bar. The case (In re C. Lafitte & Co.) 
is fully reported in this week’s issue of the Weekly 
Reporter. 
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THE NEW PRACTICE. 


Sramps.—It may be useful to draw our readers’ atten- 
tion to the notice issued by the Inland Revenue, which 
will be found in another column, stating that the use of 
the temporary stamps marked “ Judicature Fees” is not 
obligatory. 





COMMISSIONERS TO ADMINISTER Oatus.—We are enabled 
to state on authority that the designation of a commis- 
sioner to administer oaths in proceedings in the Supreme 
Court is now settled as ‘“‘ A commissioner to administer 
oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England.” 


Teste or Wuirs.—The question with reference to the 
teste of writs issuing out of the High Court of Justice in 
the name of the Lord Chancellor, required by order 2, 
rule 8, of the Rules of Court, which excited no little 
commotion last week among London officials, has now 
been settled by authority as follows :—“ Witness, Hugh 
MacCalmont Baron Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, at Westminster, this day of » 1875.” 
While on this subject we may mention that before this 
decision had been arrived at, a certain provincial official 
in one of the district registries had already summarily 
disposed of it. Finding that the rule requires that all 
writs be tested in the name of the Lord Chancellor, and 
exercising his own independent judgment in the matter, 
the official alluded to put it thus :—* Witness, the Lord 
Chancellor, at Westminster, the lst day of November, 
1875. Cairns, C., per A. B., Registrar.” 





Fexs or Covrt. —The new order as to court fees intro- 
duces several material alterations. Rule 4 provides that 
the “ existing fecs and per-centages which shall have be- 
come due or payable before the commencement of the 
Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, and the existing fees and 
per-centages in respect of any proceedings in any cause or 
matter pending at the commencement of the said Acts, and 


vided,” are not to be affected. In other words the fees 
payable on orders remaining on the 30th of October to 
be drawn up will be on the old scale ; those on all pro. 
ceedings on and after the 1st of November, 1875, will 
be on the new scale. It is to be observed that the fee 
on all orders, except orders of course, is now reduced to 
one uniform level of £1 for the higher and 10s. for the 
lower scale, while on orders of course it is 5s. on the 
higher scale and 3s. on the lower. The suitor, therefore, 
upon every decree saves £2 if the action is on the higher 
scale and 10s. if on the lower; but this is compensated 
by the fact that a fee on setting down actions is 
established, and the amount of this fee is £2 if the 
action is on the higher scale, and £1 if on the lower. 
The fee for setting down applies also to all appeals. 
These fees on setting down are quite new in the Chancery 
Division, and will be in addition to the fee of 4s. on the 
Recordand Writ Clerk’s certificate, where that is required. 
As regards appeals, the fact that the troublesome appeal 
deposit is abolished will form some slight compensation to 
suitors, and as to the other matter referred to, it amounts 
to little more than the payment of a fee at an earlier, 
instead of a later, stage of the action. 





Ficures 1x Preapines AnD Arripavits.—A Corres. 
pondent has raised a question on a very important 
subject, namely, “ How are figures to be counted?” 
Order 19, rule 4 of the Rules of Court, clearly 
applies to pleadings only, and in rule 5, which 
says that every pleading which shall contain less 
than three folios of seventy-two words each (every 
figure being counted as one word) may be 
either printed or written, &c., the words between 
brackets only apply to the particular case of that rule. 
That is to say, they will serve for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing whether a pleading may be, or whether it must be, 
printed, and for no other purpose. We conclude that as 
all the rules relating to the counting of figures are 
framed in accordance with the practice in chancery, they 
are inserted more for the guidance of the Westminster 
divisions than with the intention of establishing any 
new practice. This being the case, the rule as to count- 
ing folios for the purposes of taxation, will in all divisions 
of the Supreme Court be that hitherto in force in 
chancery. All dates and sums written in figures in the 
body of a pleading or of an affidavit will be counted, for 
the purposes of taxation, as if written in full; for instance, 
©1875” will count as seven words; therefore “ Writ 
issued 3rd August, 1875,” will, for the purpose of taxation, 
count as eleven words ; while for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing whether a pleading must be printed, such a sentence 
would only count as eight words. In a column, whether 
of an affidavit or of a pleading, every figure counts as 
one word. As regards affidavits, the Record and Writ 
Clerks are following this, which was their former practice, 
and we have little doubt it will be followed by the 
taxing masters, 





APrEALs FROM THE ApMIRALTY Division. Mr. Charley 
has on two occasions usefully employed himself in correct- 
ing the errors of gentlemen who have written to the Times 
to propound difficulties in the new procedure. On 
Monday last he pointed out, as we had previously done, 
the error of the writer who raised a difficulty about 
appeals from the Court of Admiralty; but in doing so 
he himself fell into a curious mistake. He says :— 


‘¢It will be perceived that a singular result of this legislation 
is that there will, for the next year at all events, be a double 
—_ in admiralty causes where there was only a single appeal 
before. Instead of a single appeal to the Privy Council, 
‘E. R.’ will bave the Juxury of appealing first to the new 
Court of Appeal, and then, Hi defeated there, from the new 
Court of Appeal to the House of Lords. This double appeal 
was introduced with a view to rendering the new appellate 





in respect of which no fee or per-centage is hereby pro- 


urisdiction of the House of Lords in admiralty causes as little 
burdensome as possible. The appellate jurisdiction of the 
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House of Lords was extended last session, instead of being de- 
stroyed.”” 


The words of the section are, “An appeal may be 
prought to the House of Lords from any judgment or 
order of the Court of Appeal hereinafter mentioned in 
any case in which any appeal or error might now be 
prought to the House of Lords, or to her Majesty in 
Council from a similar judgment, decree, or order of any 
gourt or judge whose jurisdiction” is transferred. In 
order, therefore, to ground an appeal under this section 
4 judgment or order must have been made by the new 
Court of Appeal; further, it is necessary that before 
the Act an appeal should have lain to the House of 
Lords or the Privy Council from a like judgment or 
order. Mr. Charley says that a judgment orordermade by 
the new court, on appeal from the Admiralty, may, under 
these words, be itself appealed to the House of Lords. 
If so, it follows that the like judgment or order would 
have been, under the old law, appealable to the House of 
Lords or the Privy Council; in other words, Mr. Charley 
says that under the old law a judgment or order of the 
Privy Council, on appeal from the Court of Admiralty, 
would have been appealable to the House of Lords or to 
the Privy Council itself. The last branch of the alternative 
is scarcely intelligible; the first would be difficult to 


prove. 





PENDING actions.—We drew attention, a fortnight 
ago, to the expense and trouble. which would 
result if, under section 22 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, separate applications had to be made in 
each pending action as to whether it should be 
continued under the old or the new procedure; and 
we urged the necessity of a general order to relieve 
practitioners from their perplexity. The judges have, as 
we pointed out must be the case, rejected the construc- 
tion of section 22 which was suggested in some quarters, 
viz., that it left the discretion to proceed under the old 
or the new practice to the parties, and have held that a 
separate application is necessary in each case. But on 
Tuesday last a general direction was issued at chambers 
“in order to save the expense and inconvenience of 
separate applications for directions as to the form 
and manner of procedure in actions commenced before 
the 1st of November last.” The effect of the direction 
is that where no declaration has been delivered, the action 
will be continued according to the new procedure ; but 
in other cases the action will be continued up to 
the close of the pleadings under the old pro- 
cedure, and after the close of the pleadings under 
the new procedure; but either party may apply 
at any stage for an order that the new procedure 
be adopted. It will be observed that this order speaks 
only of the decluration being delivered, and was 
obviously intended only to regulate the procedure in 
the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions. The Master of the Rolls on Wednesday last 
directed that in all pending suits where no replication 
had been filed nor notice of motion for a decree served, 
the suit should proceed according to the old practice up 
to the time of filing replication or giving notice of 
motion for a decree, and afterwards according to the 
new practice. In all cases parties to pending suits 
might apply at chambers for a direction that the pro- 
ceedings should be taken under the new system, but 
such direction would not be given without special 
reasons. Vice-Chancellor Hall on the same day made a 
similar announcement, adding that in all cases of suits 
commenced under the old practice, in which the state 
of the pleadings admitted it, he should give every facility 
for raising counter-claims. On Thursday the other 
Vice-Chancellors announced that they should adopt a 
similar course. 


Corres or Pxeapinas, &c.—Considerable uncertainty 
prevailed during the earlier part of the present week as 








to whether the provisions of orders 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of 
the “ Additional Rules” (12th of August, 1875), were 
to be applied to both old and new causes and matters, 
and some confusion resulted. The rules alluded to 
(affecting chiefly the Record and Writ Clerk’s office, 
so far as the official departments are concerned) have 
reference to making, printing, and delivering office 
copies and other copies of pleadings, affidavits, depositions, 
&c., and as these are matters requiring the daily, one 
might say hourly, attention of the practitioner, some early 
information as to how the question has been settled may 
be useful. We are able to state that the Clerks of Records 
and Writs have been instructed by the Master of the Rolls 
to apply the provisions of the above rules in both old and 
new causes and matters, and this conclusion would seem 
to be in perfect harmony with the intention of the rules, 
the duties required being as easily performed by the 
practitioner in an old cause or matter as in a new one. 
Indeed, the rules in question are, after all, simply a re- 
petition of the like rules as to “‘ copies,” &c., appended to 
the Consolidated General Orders issued-in 1860, with this 
addition, however, that now all printing of pleadings 
and evidence is to be done by, or under the direction of 
the solicitor. 

A few remarks may, perhaps, be usefully added, show- 
ing the intended future working and application of the 
rules above referred to, so far as respects printing, and 
making and taking office copies. 

(1) As to printing affidavits and depositions.—All affi- 
davits to be used at the hearing of a cause, or on the trial 
of an action, must be printed, and in all other cases the 
affidavits to be used may be printed if parties so desire. 
And inasmuch as all such printing will henceforth be 
done under the direction of the solicitor, it is suggested 
that the form heretofore adopted in cases where evidence 
was printed under the direction of the Clerks of Records 
and Writs, should be followed; for instance, that the 
formal parts of the front page and of the indorsement 
should be similar to the forms adopted in those respects 
by the Clerks of Records and Writs. To enable the 
solicitor to print any deposition, he must first procute 
from the officer with whom the original is filed “ acopy 
written on draft paper on one side only.” 

(2) As to office copies.—An office copy of every affi- 
davit and deposition must be taken for the general pur- 
poses of the cause or matter. The copy is, in every case, 
to be prepared by the solicitor, and left with the officer 
with whom the original is filed, who will examine it with 
the original and mark it as an office copy, charging two- 
pence per folio for the same. If the affidavit or deposi- 
tion need not be printed, and is not printed, then a 
written copy must be so left, but if the affidavit or depo- 
sition must be printed, or is printed, then a printed copy 
must be so left. In either case the copy intended for an 
office copy must be printed or written upon cream wove 
paper similar to that on which pleadings are to be 
printed, and the folios must be ‘‘ numbered consecutively 
in the margin thereof.’ Where any office copy is not 
prepared or made by the solicitor, but by the officer 
with whom the original is filed, sixpence per folio will be 
charged as the official fee, and it seems to be considered 
very doubtful whether two-thirds of that charge, or 
fourpence per folio, will eventually be allowed to the 
soligitor in the taxation of costs in the cause or matter. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Transrsr or Suits.—In a case of Paul v. Farquhar, 
a suit instituted in the Court of Chancery before the 
coming into operation of the Jadicature Acts, an 
application was made on Weduesday to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, for the transfer of the suit from the Rolls 
Court to the court of one of the Vice-Chancellors. 
Application had been made to the Master of the Rolls for 
his consent to the transfer, in accordance with the old 
practice. His lordship, while expressing his willingness 
to give his consent, if it was necessary that he should do 
0, said that he thought such applications a mere waste of 
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time, and that the order for transfer conld be made with- 
out any application to the judge of first instance. The 
Lord Chancellor considered that the consent of the judge 
of first instance to the transfer of a cause was never neces- 


sary under the old practice except as a matter of | 
courtesy, and he held that, when the consent of the 


parties was obiained, an order for transfer should in future 


be made without the form of asking the consent of the | 


judge of first instance, which indeed was always given as 
a matter of course. This puts applications for the trans- 
fer of old suits on the same footing as similar applications 


in actions under the new practice, the rules of court (order 


61, rule 1) providing that any action may be transferred 
from one judge to another of the Chancery Division by an 
order of the Lord Chancellor. On Friday afternoon, in 
Re Hetley, the Court of Appeal (in the absence of the 
Lord Charcellor) laid it down distinctly that the Lord 
Chancellor alone has now the power to make orders for 
transfer, even in the case of suits commenced before the 
1st of November. 


nee 


AMENDING PETITION oF APPEAL.—Ia another case, 
(Dizon v. Burnyead), heard by the Court of Appeal 
on Wednesday, application was made on behalf of an 
appellant who had presented a petition of appeal, 
before November, from part of a decree, for leave to 
amend the petition of appeal by extending it to other 
parts of the decree. The court, having regard to the 
fact that, under the rules of court (order 58, rule 2), 
ali appeals are to be brought by way of motion, gave the 
appellant leave to serve such notice of motion as he might 
be advised for the purpose of extending the subject of his 
original appeal. 


Fiat on Petition VacaTeD.—In another case Re The 
British Imperial Insurance Corporation), heard by the 
Court of Appeal on the same day, a petition for the wind- 
ing up of a life assurance company had been presented by 
two policyholders. The petition was entitled only in the 
matter of the Companies Acts of 1862 and 1867, and in the 
matter of the particular company. Noreference was made 
to the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 
61). The petition was presented on the 21st of October, and 
was answered by the Lord Chancellor’s secretary in the 
ordinary form for November 5. The 21st section of the Act 
of 1870 provides that, in the case of a petition for the winding 
up of such a company presented by policyholders or share- 
holders, “the court shall not give a hearing to the petition 
until security for costs for such amount as the judge shall 
think reasonable shall be given, and until a prima faeie case 
shall also be established to the satisfaction of the judge.” In 
Re The European Assurance Company (19 W. R. 881), Lord 
Hatherley expressed an opinion that petitions of this kind 
— to ke answered by a special form of fiat, directing a 
preliminary inquiry, whether a prima facie case had been 
established, to be made before the judge in chambers, the 
object of the provision of section 21 being to prevent the 
petition being advertised, to the possible injury of thecompany, 
until this preliminary inquiry had been satisfactorily an- 
swered. Since that time it has, we believe, been the practice 
to answer such petitions by a special fat in the form sug- 
gested by Lord Hatherley. In the case before the court on 
Wednesday, the company asked to have the fiat of the Lord 
Chancellor's secretary vacated. The petitioners urged that, 
under the particularcircumstancesof the case, they had ceased 
to be policyholders and had become creditors of the company. 
The court was of opinion that the petition did not sufficiently 
state the facts of the case so as to show whether the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1870 applied to it or not, and there- 
fore the fiat cught to be vacated, and the petition should be 
treated as if it had never been answered. Then, having re- 
gard to the changes in the practice introduced by'the Judica- 
ture Acts, the petition should te referred to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor with whose name it was marked, with an intimation 
of the opinion of the Court of Appeal that he should treat 
it as if it were a petiion now presented to the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice, The Vice-Chancellor 
would then consider the question whether the requirements 
of the Act of 1870 had been duly complied with. 





| Qvorum of THE Cocrr or ArpzAt.—Oa Thursday the 
| Court of Appeal was constituted only cf the two Lords 
| Justices, the paper for the day consisting exclusively of ap- 
| neal motions from orders made before November in pre: 

viously instituted suits and matters. One of these cases wag 
an appeal from an order made upon an adjourned summons 
with regard to the construction of a will ; a second was an 
appeal from the refusal of a Vice-Chancellor to rectify the 
register of shareholders of a company by omitting the ap. 
pellant’s name therefrom; a third involved the question 
whether the appellant was liable to be placed on the list of 
contributories of a company in liquidation ; a fourth in. 
| yolved the determination of conflicting claims to a fund in 
court, which constituted the only asset of another company 
in liquidation. With regard to all these cases, the question 
at once arose whether, under section 12 of the Judicature 
Act, 1875, two judges of the Court of Appeal were com- 
petent to hear the appeal. This section provides that “ Eve 
appeal to the Court of Appeal shall, where the subject. 
matter of the appeal is a final ord+r, decree, or judgment, be 
heard before not less than three judges of the said court 
sitting together, and shall, where the subject-matter of the 
appeal is an interlocutory order, decree, or judgment, be 
heard before not less than two judges of the said court 
sitting together. Any doubt which may arise as to what de- 
crees, orders, or judgments are fina', and what are inter. 
locutory, shall be determined by the Court of Appeal.” 
With regard to all the above-mentioned cases their lord- 
ships were of opinion that there was at any rate a doubt 
whether the orders appealed from were final or interlocu- 
tory, and, moreover, that two judges were not competent to 
determine the doubt. It must be determined by the Full 
Court of Appea!. -The result of this will probably be that 
the majority of the appeals in the liquidations of companies 
and in bankruptcies must in future be heard by three judges, 
Under the old practice these appeals, inasmuch as they were 
brought on by motion, were often disposed of by a single 
judge of the Court of Appeal. 


Pennine Actions.—Iu a cas> of Elford y. King, in the 
Queen's Bench Division, on Thursday, upon an application 
to rescind an order for reference, the question arosa whether 
the application should have been made under the new pro- 
cedure, under which notice should have been given to the 
other side to appear and oppose, under order 53, rule 4, 
The court granted a rule nisi, but the Lord Chief Justice 
told the learned counsel that he must take it subject to 
any objection which might be raised hereafter as to the 
necessity for notice. 


PenpinG ProceEepixcs.—In the Common Pleas Division 
on Wednesday, in a case of Hall v. Lond and Norti- 
Wes‘ern Railway Company, counsel movei for a rale to 
enter a verdict for the defendant on the findings of the jury. 
Te case was tried in Middlesex at the Common Pleas sittings 
after Trinity Term, when a verdict was found for the plain- 
tiff for £5 coupled with a special finding. Ona doubt being 
raised whether notice of motion should have been given 
under the Judicature Act, 1875, ord. 53, r. 3, which provides. 
that if on the hearing of a motion or other application the 
court sball be of opinion that any person to whom notice has 
not been given ought to have or to have had such notice, the 
court may either dismiss the motion or application, or ad- 
journ the hearing thereof, in order that such notice may be 
given, upon such terms, if any, as the court may think fit to 
impose, the Court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Brett and 
Grove, JJ.) directed (under the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 22) 
that the old practice should prevail. 


Srrikixe orr THE RoLts.—By section 14 of the Judi- 
cature Act, 187&, the Chief Justice of England, tho 
Master of the Rolls, the Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas, and the Chief Baron are enabled from time to time 
by regulation to adapt any enactments relating to attor- 
reys to the solicitors of the Supreme Court. No such 
regulation had been issued up to Wednesday, and the 
question arose on that day (in Ex parte Ernest Payne) 
before the Queen’s Bench Division, what course should 
be taken upon an application by a solicitor to be 
strack off the rolls. The Lord Chief Justice pointed 
out that the only jurisdiction of the Queen’s Bench 
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in the matter of striking an attorney off the rolls 

pefore the Act was to strike his name off the roll of 
the Queen’s Bench, and the other courts did the sanie with 
regard to their own rolls, on the order of the Queen's 

Bench being lodged with their proper officer. But now 

poth attorneys and the roll of the Court of Queen’s Bench 
were things of the past. Mr. Justice Quain observed that 
the applicant wished to be struck off the roll of the Su- 
preme Court, and that he ought to apply to the Supreme 
Court to have it done. But, he added, that as the Supreme 
Court never sat, and never was intended to sit, and was in 
fact rather an abstraction than a judicial entity, he might 
find some difficulty in making the application. The Lord 
Chief Justice then said— We are in this unfortunate 
dilemma: we cannot strike the applicant off the roll of 
the Supreme Court, for we are not the Supreme Conrt. 
We cannot strike him off the roll of this court, for such a 
roll does not exist.” Counsel urged the provisions of section 
87 of the Act of 1873, under which the High Court, or any 
division or judge thereof, is authorized to exercise the same 
jurisdiction in respect of solicitors as any one of the supe- 
rior courts might before the passing of the Act have ex- 
ercised. After the learned judges had consulted together, 
their lordships made the order, valeat quantum, directing 
the solicitor’s name to be struck off the roll of the Sapreme 
Conrt. 








JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
(Before Frerp, J.) 

Monday, Nov. 1.—Straymne Acrions.—Counsel moved ex 
parte to stay about ninety actions brought by shareholders 
against a company to recover back calls, on the ground 
that the shareholders had been induced to take the shares by 
fraud imputable to the company. Writs and declarations 
had been issued, and the time for pleading was up on 
Tuesday, and several summonses for discovery and inter- 
Togatories were pending, and great expense would have 
been incurred by delay. The company was in voluntary 
liquidation. 

Fiexp, J., in exercis2 of the powers given to him by the 
Companies Acts and the Judicature Act, stayed the ac- 
tions. 





(Before Lusu, J.). 
Thursday, Nov, 4.*—ArriDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF SUMMONS 


FOR DISCOVERY—On a summons for discovery being handed 
in to the learned judge, a difficulty was raised as to the ne- 
cessity for an affidavit in support of the summons, such an 
affidavit not being required by the rules of court (Judica- 
ture Act, 1875, ord. 31,r.12). The defendant had pleaded, 
but replication was not delivered. 

Lusu, J.—As the cause is not at issue it must be governed 
by the rule recently made as to pending business, and all 
steps taken must be governed by the old rules of practice. 

Summons accordingly adjourned. 

AFFIDAVIT IN ANSWER TO INTERROGATORIES. — Ap- 
plication was made for leave to file an affidavit in answer 
to interrogatories, The clerk had refused to file it because 
it was not printed. 

LcsH, J., ordered it to be filed, as it was in a cause in 
which the pleadings were already commenced, 





Soxtcrrors’ CERTIFICATE. t—Antapplication was made by 
A solicitor with regard to the renewal of his certificate. 

Lusn, J.—I think that under the rules made yesterday 
the application must now be made to the Master of the 
Rolls, and not, as hitherto, either to the Master of the Rolls 
or to a judge in chambers, The application is refused 
for the present. 





MakING UP THE PLBADINGS—An application was made on 


* Reported by N. H. Paterson, Esq., Barrister-at-law. 

t The following cases are reported by A. H. Birrieston, 

q-, Barrister-at-law. 

¢ “ All applications to dispense with any rule or rules as to 
any re-admission or taking out or renewal of certificates, shall 
be made to the Master of Rolls in such manner as he shall 
from time to time direct.” See rule as to re-admission, and 
the taking out and renewal of certificates. 











behalf of the associates as to the manner in which the plead- 
ings in pending business were to be made up. 

Lusu, J.—In all causes which were at issne before the 
Ist of November the record must be made up as of old ; in 
causes in which issue is joined after that date the pleadings 
7 _ action are to be taken in paper, according to the new 

ct. 





APPLICATION TO STRIKE OUT DEFENvE.—An application 
was made under the new Act on the part of the plaintiff in an 
action to strike out the defence of the defendant by reason 
of his having failed to comply with an order to answer 
interrogatories. Adjourned at defendant’s request till Mon- 
day for counsel. 





Sramprnc..—Summonses under the old Act are to be 
stamped as formerly. 








THROUGH CARRIAGE AND THROUGH 
TICKETS. 


Tue recent decision of Hall v. North-Eastern Railway 
Company (23 W. R. 860, L. R. 10° Q. B. 437) takes 
us one step forward, in the sense of solvitur ambulando, 
to the solution of a difficult class of questions relat- 
ing to railway transit. But to understand its position 
it may be convenient to notice the following results of 
decided cases on the subject. 

First, it will be substantially accurate to say (although 
it is possible for contracts to be worded otherwise) that 
whenever persons or goods are accepted by a railway 
company, which receives the whole fares, to be carried 
or sent to a place beyond its own limits, the contract will 
be held to be one entire contract with the receiving com- 
pany, to the exclusion of any contract with other com- 

anies over whose line the transit may in part take place 
Bristol and Exeter Railway Company v. Collins, 7 
H. L. 794; Webber v. (Great Western Ratlway Com- 
pany, 13 W. R. 755, 3 H. & C. 771; Coxon v. Great 
Western Railway Company, 5 H. & N. 274), unless, 
indeed, the receiving company express themselves to 
contract as agents for the other companies in respect of 
the transit over their respective lines. 

Secondly, it follows from this that the contracting 
company is liable for all matters occurring on other 
lines than its own as if the lines were its own; so that 
it is even held liable for accidents to passengers occur- 
ring off its own line without any negligence on the part 
of its own servants, but through the sole negligence of 
the company owning the lines ; and that equally, whether 
it travels over that line by virtue of running powers or 
under a voluntary arrangement (Blake v. Great Western 
Railway Company, 10 W. R. 388, 7 H. & N. 987; 
Thomas v. Rhymney Railway Company, L. R. 6 Q. B. 
266). But from Wright v. Midland Railway Company 
(L. R. 8 Ex. 137), where it was held that the company 
was not liable for an accident caused on its own line by 
the sole negligence of another company which had 
running powers over it, it follows that the contracting 
company would be equally free from liability for an 
accident caused on another company’s line by the neg- 
ligence of a third company having running powers over 
that line. 

Thirdly, however, it is competent to any company 
thus contracting for the whole transit to protect itself by 
contract from liability for loss or damage occurring off its 
own line, a contract which, as not relating to its own 
line, is not affected by the Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act (Aldridge v. Great Western Railway Company, 
15 C. B. N.S. 582; Zunz v. South-Eastern Railway 
Company, L. R. 4 Q. B. 539), the effect of which stipu- 
lation, coupled with the entireness of the contract, will 
be that for loss or damage off the contracting company’s 
line there may be no remedy at all, not against the con- 
tracting company because of the stipulation, nor against 
the company where the loss or damage occurred for want 
of a contract (Coron v. Great Western Railway Com- 
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pany, 5 H. & N. 274; Mytton v. Midland Railway Com- 
pany, 4H. & N. 615). 

Fourthly, however, this last statement must be taken 
subject to the qualification that, although there may be 
no express contract with the company through whose 
negligence the loss or damage happens, yet that com- 
pany may be liable in tort on their obligation as common 
carriers, or, perhaps more correctly, as bailees intrusted 
with the goods or with the passenger’s person (Pozzi 
v. Shipton, 8 A. & E. 963; Marshall v. York and New- 
castle Railway Company, 11 C. B. 655; Martin v. Great 
Indian Peninsular Railway Company, L. R. 3 Ex. 9), 
in which latter case Channell, B., limits his judgment in 
favour of the count in tort by saying that “it is not to 
be considered as charging the mere breach of a contract 
by non-performance, but as charging something done 
by the defendants in the nature of an affirmative act 
injurious to the plaintiff's property.” It is possible that 
this class of cases is to be reconciled with those 
previously cited in some such way as is indicated by these 
words, and that the liability of the company with whom 
the contract is not made is to be limited to acts of negli- 
gence and the like, and does not include liability for the 
non-performauce of acts which they were not under 
contract to perform, or even for loss or damage in respect 
of which no negligence can be imputed to them. But 
this point is certainly at present involved in some ob- 
scurity. 

Fifthly, the point was raised in Bristol and Exeter 
Railway Company v. Collins (7 H. L. 794), in the 
whole course of which a most striking variety of opinion 
was displayed, whether, if the contract were construed 
as a contract with each successive company in the line 
of transit, the conditions which limited the contract with 
the receiving company would attach themselves to each 
successive contract, or whether the new contracts would 
be open and unconditioned. Upon this, as with respect 
to the other branch of the case, opinion differed ; but the 
other branch of the case being decided as it was, that 
is, in favour of the through contract, no authoritative 


opinion could be pronounced upon this point. The 
recent case of Ifall v. North-Eastern Railway Com- 


pany has some bearing on this question. There 
the plaintiff had obtained from the North British Railway 
a free pass to travel with cattle on a journey which ex- 
tended on to the defendants’ line. The free pass, as 
usual, exonerated the company issuing it from all risk. 
The plaintiff was injured on the defendants’ line by their 
negligence, aud the question was whether he could sue 
them. It was held that when he presented his pass to 
the defendants and travelled under it he so travelled upon 
the same terms with them as with the company which 
issued it. “The plaintiff claimed to travel on the 
North-Eastern line without paying any fare, and there- 
fore on the same terms on which he travelled free on the 
North British line.” The question was entirely novel, 
and Quain, J., concurred not without hesitation. On 
the cases it would seem clear that the contract was a 
contract for the entire journey with the North British 
Railway Company, and that any action on the contract 
must have been brought against them; but yet a con- 
dition in that contract availed as a defence to the 
defendants. In the case, then, of a passenger, are 
there two sets of contracts; one entire contract 
with the original company, and another set of 
special and particular contracts with each carry- 
ing company in succession? This seems very con- 
trary to the course of decision. But if there were not 
separate contracts, in what shape does the defence arise ? 
If it were held that the contract was not single and entire, 
but with the original company on its own account for the 
whole, and also as agent for the other companies for their 
respective parts, the difficulty would be solved; the terms 
would necessarily attach. But the decisions are opposed 
to this view. Yet sense and justice seem to require it, 
and the difficulty of giving effect otherwise to the mean- 
ing and intention of the parties is patent, and is strik- 





ingly shown by some of the cases above cited. “ When 
he engaged,” says Blackburn, J., “to travel at his ow, 
risk, he engaged with the North British Company that 
he should be carried on to Newcastle exactly on the same 
terms as if the North British line extended to Newcastle, 
But what is wanted is an engagement with the North. 
Eastern ; if the words mean that; (they do not expregs 
it) it is the doctrine of separate contracts.” But for 
the decisions, one of which, being in the House of Lords, 
is past reversal, we might hope that some such con. 
clusion might be reached ; as the matter stands, we seem 
landed in a hopeless dilemma, which the language of the 
learned judges in Hall v. North-Eastern Railway Com. 
pany does not solve, but only evades. Meanwhile, it is 
to be observed that a similar question might arise with 
respect to goods; must we conclude that there also there 
would be a similar implied presentation (as it were) of 
the contract under which the goods travelled, with the 
goods, to the carrying company, and an acceptance by 
the carrying company on those terms? There seems 
as strong reason to say so as to hold as was held 
in Hall v. North-Eastern Railway Company. But 
what is the difference between saying this, and saying 
that the original company contracted with the passenger 
or owner on behalf of all the companies? It seems only 
oxpressing the same result in an intricate and round. 
a-bout way. We by nomeans say that, to say the latter, 
would not be very good sense; but the decisions are 
difficult to bend in the required direction. 





THE COUNTY COURT CONSOLIDATED 
RULES. 


ConsipERinG the importance of the changes introduced 
into the practice of the county courts by many of these 
rules, it is greatly to be regretted that they were 
not issued earlier. The Judicature Act, 1873, which pro. 
vides (section 91) that the rules of law enacted therein 
shall be in force and receive effect in all courts whatso- 
ever in England, came into operation, as we all know, on 
Monday, and the County Courts Act of last session com- 
menced on Tuesday; yet the T'reasury order regulating 
court fees, which is appended to the Consolidated Orders, 
bears date only a week before the last-mentioned day. 
The orders themselves were only issued last week, and up 
the time of writing we have not received the forms 
referred to in the rules. This is hardly fair to prac- 
titioners, who find themselves compelled, just when 
active work is recommencing, to master a code of rules 
including forty orders and extending over 120 pages. 

Fortunately the greater part of the matter is already 
familiar, as forming part either of the rulesof 1868 or 
1870, or the equity rules. All those rules are abrogated, 
and we have now brought together the rules of practice 
in the county courts in all proceedings except those under 
the Bankruptcy Act, the Charitable Trusts Acts, and the 
Probate Acts. We propose briefly to glance at some of 
the novel provisions. 

First in importance, of course, must be ranked the 
rules which are framed to meet the changes in the 
law introduced by the Judicature Act, 1873. The 
provisions of section 24 are carried out by the adop- 
tion of several of the rules contained in the schedule 
to the Judicature Act, 1875. Rules 1—11 of order 16 
of the Act of 1875, relating to parties, are reproduced in 
the rules now under consideration (see order 5; order 
17). Among these is the important provision with refer- 
ence to partners suing and being sued in the name of 
their firm; and there is appended to this rule a proviso 
enabling the plaintiff who desires to obtain judgment 
against each member of the firm to state the namesof the 
persons he believes to be co-partners, and to file an affi- 
davit and copy setting forth the grounds of his belief; 
such copy is to be attached to the summons, with a notice 
that, if sufficient cause be not shown at the trial, the judge 
will order judgment against all the persons whose names 
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are so given and verified; and it is provided that the 
judge may at the trial give judgment against all the per- 
sons whose names have been inserted in such notice, and 
who have been duly served with the summons, with copy 
affidavit and notice annexed. It is subsequently pro- 
vided (order 8, rule 12, following the rule as to writs of 
order 9, rule 6, of the Judicature Act, 1875) that the 
summons may be served upon any one or more of the 
partners, or, at the principal place of business of the part- 
nership, upon any person having apparently the manage- 
ment of the partnership business there. 

Another of the rules reproduced from the Judicature 
Act, 1875, is that enabling one or more of the parties to 
sue or be sued, or, by authority of the judge, to defend 
on behalf of all parties interested (order 5, rule 8). As to 
this it is subsequently provided that where the plaintiff 
sues on behalf of others in the same interest, the defend- 
ant may avail himself of any defence in respect of each of 
the persons in whose behalf the plaintiff sues, as if he had 
been plaintiff ; where the defendant desires to defend 
on behalf of others in the same interest he must within 
two clear days of the service of the summons, apply to the 
registrar for leave to defend, filing an affidavit of the 
facts on which he relies, with the names and addresses of 
the persons on whose behalf he desires to defend (order 
9, rules 1, 2). 

Provision is made by order 10 for notice to be given of 
counter claim or claim to contribution, and order 17 of 
the Judicature Act, 1875, as to joinder of causes of action, 
is reproduced in order 6 of the present rules. 

It will be remembered that by the County Courts Act 
of last session the plaintiff in any action for a debt or 
liquidated money demand above £5 (or under £5 if the 
action is for the price of goods sold or let to the defend- 
ant to be used in the way of his trade, or if the leave of a 
judge or registrar has been obtained) is enabled at his 
option, upon affidavit, to issue a default summons in a 
special form given in the schedule, to be personally 
served on the defendant, unless the judge or registrar 
gives leave to proceed as if personal service had been 
effected. The new rules add the requirement that the 
summons shall be served within six months from its date 
(order 8, rule 27), and if not returned to the registrar 
within six months from the date of issue the summons 
will be struck out of the plaint book, unless the time for 
service has been extended. It may be served in any dis- 
trict in which the defendant may be met with. Service 
on a husband living with his wife is to be deemed good 
service on the wife (rules 23—30). The statute provides 
(section 1) that if the defendant does not, within sixteen 
days after such service, give notice in writing to the re- 
gistrar of his intention to defend, the plaintiff may, after 
sixteen days and within two months of the day of service, 
upon proof of service, have judgment entered up for the 
claim and costs. Here the rules step in and provide that 
where service of the default summons has been effected, 
and no notice of intention to defend has been given, 
judgment shall not be signed after six months from the 
date of service, but if any defendant has not been served, 
the plaintiff may, witbin the twelve months, upon satis- 
fying the registrar that reasonable efforts have been made 
to serve such defendant or for other good reason, issue a 
successive summons (order 8, rule 31), 

Order 11 regulates the mode of obtaining, upon 
affidavit, ex parte interlocutory orders for an injunc- 
tion, the appointment of a receiver, the protection of 
property, the takingof samples, &c. Passing over this 
order, and that relating to discontinuance (order 12) we 
come to that (order 16) relating to trial. Here we 
find inserted the rule in the schedule to the Judicature 
Act, 1875, providing that nonsuit, unless the judge 
otherwise directs, shall have the same effect as a 
judgment on the merits for the defendant. 

{In commenting on the provisions of the County 
Courts Act relating to assessors, we pointed out that 
no provision was made for forming a list of persons 
from whom the “ persons of skill and experience” 





who are to sit with the judge are to be taken. The 
rules supply this omission; they provide that the re- 
gistrar shall submit to the judge the names of persons 
whom he thinks fitted to act as assessors, that the judge 
shall frame a list from the names thus furnished, and that 
this list shall be hung up in the court. The assessor is 
to have for his attendance one or two guineas, according 
as the subject-matter of the action exceeds, or does not 
exceed, £20. The selection from the list of the assessors 
is, in the first instance, to rest with the parties, for 
it is provided that the party who desires to have 
assessors must file an application giving the names of 
the assessors he wishes to be summoned. A copy of 
this application is to be forwarded by the registrar to 
the judge, and after he has returned it with his approval, 
the registrar will summon the assessors. If the party 
applying has not filed with the application the consent 
of the other party to the assessors named, the re- 
gistrar is next to cause notice of the application to be 
served on the other party, who must inform the re- 
gistrar in writing whether or not he accepts the ap- 
pointment of assessors contained in the notice, giving 
the names of the assessors he wishes to be summoned. 
If he does not accept the proposed appointment, he must 
state in writing the reasons for such non-acceptance, and 
a time will then be fixed for hearing the objections 
(order 32, rules 1—10). The party requiring the judge 
to be assisted by assessors must, at the time of applica- 
tion, pay to the registrar two guineas if the amount 
claimed does not exceed £20, and four guineas if it ex- 
ceeds that amount (Ib. rule 42). We apprehend that 
under these provisions we shall hear of very few trials 
with the assistance of assessors. 

We noticed last week the rules made under. the 
Agricultural Holdings Act (order 34). Those relating 
to the Friendly Societies Act, 1875, do not seem to call 
for any special remark. 








A correspondent telegraphs from Dublin that Mr- 
Ormsby, Q.C., has been appointed to the judgeship of the 
Landed Estates Court, and that Mr. May, Q.C., is to 
be appointed Attorney-General. 


Mr. Baron Huddleston took occasion to remark on 
Wednesday last that a great many points must be constantly 
arising under the new procedure which would have to be 
considered step by step, but the bench were desirous, as far 
as possible, to give the new Acts their proper development, 
and to co-operate with the bar in order that the new 
machinery might as speedily as possible b3 put in proper 
working order. 

At the first sitting of the Queen's Bench Division on 
Tuesday the following learned gentlemen who had been ap- 

ointed Queen’s Counsel appeared at the bar :—Mr. T. C. 
om Mr. J. O. Griffits, Mr. Locock Web», Mr. G. W. 
Hemming, Mr. J. Motteram, Mr. G. Hastings, Mr. T. H. 
Baylis, Mr. W. F. Robinson, Mr. L. W. Cave, Mr. H. 
Cookson, Mr. J. W. Mellor, and Mr. J. E. Gorst. The 
Lord Chiet Justice, addressing them, said: Gentlemen, you 
are so numerous, and as we are sitting in a new capacity, we 
will establish a new precedent, and ask you all to take your 
seats at the same time. ? 


Mr. Garnett, secretary to the Inland Revenue Commissioners 
writes to the Z:mes with refereace to the complain's that ia 
the new stamps for judicature fees the amount of duty is not 
sufficiently legible. He states that these stamps are fur- 
nished merely for temporary use until proper dies and stamps 
can be made. ‘The iate period at which the judicature fees 
were settled made it impossible to have new stim;s prepared 
in time, and therefore certain fee stamps already in use were 
adapted to the fees in the High Court of Justice by over- 
printing on them the words ‘‘ Judicaturo Fees." He also 

oints out that in the order of the 28th of October respect- 
ing the stamps to be used for judicaturo fees provision is 
made for rendering avai'@ le the stamps formerly appro- 
priated to chancery and common law fees, concurrently 
with those recently issued. If the latter are foun! incon- 
venient it is quite unnecessary to use them. 
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Recent Becisians. 


SPECIAL CREDIT. 
(Morgan v. Lariviére, H.L., 23 W. R. 537). 


This case, when stripped of its immaterial circum- 
stances, raises what on the face of it appears to be a very 
elementary question. A manufacturer contracts to supply 
a customer with goods to be delivered by iustalments ; 
and, in pursuance of an agreement to that effect, a special 
credit, say for £1,000, is opened in his favour at the 
customer’s bank. The arrangement is completed by the 
bankers writing to inform the manufacturer that by the 
customer’s instructions they have opened a special credit 
in his favour for £1,000, and that it will be paid to him 
upon the production of certificates acknowledging the 
receipt of the goods. Is the £1,009 a trust fund or not? 

The question is important to all the parties—to the 
manufacturer, because if the £1,000 is a trust fund he 
can, if necessary, have it administered in the Court of 
Chancery, and might obtain payment out of it although 
no certificates acknowledging the receipt of the goods 
had been given; to the customer, because if the money is 
impressed with a trust, his bankers will not deal with it 
according to his sole orders; and to the bankers, because 
on the one holding they would be exposed to all the 
doctrines of equity with respect to trusts, while on the 
other, provided they paid on the production of receipts, 
not only could they not be sued in equity as trustees, 
but no action would lie against them at law. 

The question which seems so elementary was answered 
in one way by the Court of Chancery, and in the other 
by the House of Lords. Vice-Chancellor Malins (20 
W. RB. 480) and Lord Chancellor Hatherley (20 W. R. 
731, L. R. 7 Ch. 550) were clearly of opinion that a trust 
had been created, while on appeal all their lordships, 
namely, Lords Cairns, C., Chelmsford, and O'Hagan, took 
the contrary view, and looked upon the letter of the 
bankers, which was to the effect we have stated, “as 


being merely a statement by a banker to a tradesman 
who has supplied goods to a customer of the banker’s, 
that he will act as paymaster to the tradesman up toa 
certain amount; but in order that he may do so the 
tradesman must bring certificates that the goods have 


been delivered to-the customer.” How much of this 
ruling is due to considerations of convenience and the 
special position and practice of bankers does not appear 
from the judgments of the lords; but we are inclined to 
doubt whether, if, under similar circumstances, a sum of 
money had been deposited with a person not a banker, 
the same view would have been taken by the House. 
The effect of the judgment is plainly this, that the whole 
bargain for the special credit is revocable at the will of 
the customer, who moreover can keep his bankers harm- 
less by refusing to sign certificates. For whatever may 
be hinted at in the judgment of Lord Cairns, it is toler- 
ably clear that if the letter was merely a personal under- 
taking by the bankers to pay when the receipts were 
produced, they would not be liable at law for declining 
to pay without such production. The moral seems to be 
that in similar cases the manufacturer should stipulate 
that the moneys should be held by the bankers, or some 
other persons, expressly as trustees. 

In the recent case the customer was the late Govern- 
ment of the National Defence in France as represented 
by M. Gambetta, and the manufacturers were resident in 
England. This formed a very good reason why the 
manufacturers should require a deposit of cash in this 
country, but does not seem to affect the general nature 
of the question. 





ACCESSORY TO MANSLAUGHTER. 
(Reg. v. Taylor, C.C.%., 23 W. B. 616, L. B.1 ©. C. 172). 


In this case, where it was held that the stakeholder 
for a fight arising out of a quarrel in which one of the 





combatants was killed, was not an accessory before the 
fact, a doubt was raised by Mellor, J., whether, in a case 
of this kind, where the manslaughter “ was not in any 
way contemplated beforehand,” there could be an ac- 
cessory before the fact. This doubt is not without 
warrant, for it is laid down that in manslaughter there 
can be no accessories before the fact, and that if A. be 
indicted for murder and B. as accessory, if the jury find 
A. guilty of manslaughter, they must acquit B. (1 Hale, 
P. C. 450, 616). This is expressed very generally, and 
the reason given is the same with that suggested by 
Mellor, J., that the actis “ sudden and unpremeditated ” ; 
but it may be a question whether that reason covers 
every case where a verdict of manslaughter might be 
found against the principal. If, for instance, one were 
to “command, counsel, or procure ”’ another to do a reck- 
lessly dangerous act which caused the death of a passer- 
by, inasmuch as the possibility of the consequences would 
be as much present to his mind as to the mind of the 
person actually doing it, and it is this very reckless 
negligence that constitutes the crime, there seems no 
reason why he should not be an accessory before the fact. 

Wecannot part with thiscase without again adverting to 
the singular course taken by the learned judge who tried 
the case of the principal as well as that of Reg. v. Taylor. 
It has been constantly laid down that if the killing re. 
sult from a sudden quarrel it is only manslaughter, but 
that if sufficient time intervenes to allow passion to sub- 
side itis murder. Yet in a case where not only sufii- 
cient time intervened to allow passion to subside, but 
stakes were laid with the deliberate purpose of compel- 
ling the men to resume the quarrel, the killing was 
treated as not merely not murder, but as the most 
venial kind of manslaughter. We have seldom read any- 
thing more sophistical than the manner in which the 
whole case was treated by the learned judge, and we are 
at a loss to understand why’a quarrel deliberately carried 
out with brutal violence is more venial than a prize-fight 
in which two men match their brute force and skill 
against one another for the sake of distinction and re- 
ward. A new doctrine seems to have been imported into 
the law, of which no trace or warrant can be discovered 
in the books, and it is sincerely to be hoped that no 
further steps will be taken in the same direction. 





It is stated that the Court of Common Council decided 
unanimously on Thuraday to present the freedom of the 
City to the Lord Chief Justice of England. 


The court of the Master of the Rolls has been altered so 
as to afford more accommodation to the inner bar. A jury 
box has also been fitted up. 


On Wednesday, in an inquest held before Dr. Hardwicke, 
at the University College Hospital, on the body of a boy 
named Thomas Hoare, on the house surgeon being called, he 
was not forthcoming, and it was alleged that he was absent 
because no fees were allowed. The coroner said that in all 
cases medical officers of hospitals were bound to attend in- 
quests, and characterized the proceeding as contempt of 
court. The surgeon has since written to say that be had no 
intimation of the inquest. 


Notwithstanding the curious fact, says the Albany Law 
Journal, that the judges of the courts of record of the city 
and county of New York are more numerous than all the 
judges and barons of all the superior courts of England, the 
New York courts are so hopelessly in arrears that justice 
has every possible enchantment that distance can lend her. 
According to the Tribune, the Supreme Court has on its cir- 
cuit calendar over 2,000 cases, and as but 450 of these are 
what are termed “new,” the court must have commenced 
the summer vacation with over 1,590 remanets. The 
Superior Court has on its trial calendar over 1,700 cases, of 
which over 1,200 are remanets ; and the Common Pleas 
about 1,100, of which about the same proportion are old. 
The General Term of the Supreme Court hason its calendar 
365 a s, while the Special Term calendar numbers 
nearly The United States Supreme Court began its 
annual session with a calendar numbering 566 casor. 
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Rehiews. 


THE JUDICATURE ACTS. 


{ue Law anp Practice or tHe Supreme Covrr or Jupt- 
caturE. By ArunpeEt Rogers, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworths. 


The first thing to be observed about this work is that 
its title is far more ambitious than that of any book on 
the same subject which has yet come under our notice. 
The author does not announce a mere edition of the Acts 
with occasional notes ; he undertakes to supply a treatise 
on the law and practice of the Supreme Court. And he 
not only undertakes to supply this, but also to give a 
view of legal and constitutional history. We learn from 
the preface how the widening of the writer's purpose oc- 
curred. He was at first much disposed to confine him- 
gelf to recent legislation, but he soon discovered the 
necessity of treating the subject on a broader basis. In 
his introduction, accordingly, he lays his foundations in 
the earliest periods of legal history. He fortunately deems 
it unnecessary to consider what laws (if any) existed 
among the ancient Britons; but he starts from the 
period of the Romans, and in the short space of less than 
ten pages he travels over as many centuries, 

He then turns to the constitution of the courts in exist- 
ence at the passing of the Judicature Acts, and first of all 
devotes about a third of a page to the House of Lords. 
This tribunal, he says, “still trembles in the balance, 
ignorance on the one side and prejudice on the other 
having prevailed, and induced the Legislature to leave 
for future consideration the appellate jurisdiction of this 
ancient and final court of appeal” After stating that 
the Judicature Act of 1873 “ entirely abolished its juris- 
diction’? (Scotch and Irish appeals being, of course, 
dealt with by that Act), and that the Act of last session 
leaves the jurisdiction untouched for a period of twelve 
months, Mr. Rogers concludes his remarks on the House 
of Lords by the useful observation that “its jurisdiction 
extends to all cases where an appeal lies from any of the 
courts of law and equity having jurisdiction with in 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.” 

Under the next head, “The Chancery Courts,”’ we are 
informed (p. 16) that ‘‘in his judicial capacity the Chan- 
collor sits, either alone or with the Lords Justices, as a 
final court of appeal in all cases where an appeal lies 
either from the Chancery or Bankruptcy Courts.’”’ The 
information vouchsafed as to the jurisdiction of the judges 
of the Court of Chancery is veiled in the following 
mystic language (p. 16—the italics are ours) :— The 
Lords Justices’ powers and jurisdiction are co-extensive 
dn certain questions with the Chancellor's. The Master 
of the Rolls has a concurrent jurisdiction in most ques- 
tions with the Vice-Chancellors, and an exclusive juris- 
diction in others; and he possesses a personal and 
almost uncontrolled jurisdiction which is attached to his 
official position; such, for instance, as the keeper of the 
records in London and elsewhere in England, which are 
preserved to him under the Judicature Act, 1873.” 
‘We are next taken over the common law, Admiralty, 
Probate and Divorce Courts, the Palatine Courts 
the Stannaries Court and county courts, and then 
the section breaks off abruptly with the heading 
“Central Criminal Court.” We are wholly unable to 
imagine what possible service this portion of the work 
can render to the reader. 


The second section of the chapter is devoted to a 
summary of “the subject-matters with regard to which 
the various courts already referred to exercise both a 
common law and equitable jurisdiction.” This summary 
will, the author hopes, “‘ serve asa guide to the construc- 
tion which the Supreme Court will be likely to put upon 
the many doubtful points of law and equity which will 

when considered conjointly and with reference 
to the distinct principles which had been previously main- 
tained by the courts of law and equity during their in- 





dependent existence.” The chapter contains a series of 
short statements of law relating to various subjects. 
Among them we find “Coal Mines,” the remarks under 
which have reference only to the statute 35 & 36 Vict. c. 
96, as to which many doubtful questions both of law and 
equity do not seem likely to arise. ‘“‘ Corporations” are 
dismissed with less than four lines, containing the im- 
portant information that “corporations can now be 
ordered to make discovery of documents or answer 
interrogatories under the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854.” 

Chapter iii. relates t@ the constitution of the Supreme 
Court, and opens with the statement that “ al/ the supe. 
rior courts of the kingdom, instead of being separate 
and independent of each other, are now fused and blended 
together.” This reminds us of the daily paper which 
recently, under the head of the Supreme Court of Judicae 
ture, inserted a report of a case before the Judicial Come 
mittee. The remainder of the chapter is an extremely 
meagre summary (contained in about seven pages) of 
some of the provisions of the Acts and rules. 

We have lingered too long at the threshold of the work; 
now let us turn to the notes te the sections of the Acts 
and the rules. The great majority of these, we think, 
will be found of no assistance to the reader. What can be 
the advantage, for instance, of appending to order 15 
(application for account on writ specially indorsed) this 
note, and this noteonly:—“‘ Order XV. This order seems @ 
most proper one?” or of reiterating with reference 
to numerous rules :—‘This rule is most useful”? I¢ 
may be comforting to the judges and draftsmen to know 
that Mr. Rogers smiles on their labours; but this is 
hardly the kind of information the practitioner wants. 
Another class of notes is exemplified by the note at p. 
270, in which it is stated that “ The object of trying be- 
fore a judge with assessors, is to give the judge the bene- 
fit of the unbiassed opinion of skilled witnesses, instead 
of having them called on behalf of each party” Possibly 
the same thing might have occurred to the unassisted 
reader. To the same class belong the numerous notes 
stating that “ This rule is framed with a view to save 
unnecessary expense.” 

We have preferred so far to let Mr. Rogers speak for 
himself; but wemustadd that the cross-references through- 
out the work are very meagre, and there is hardly any in- 
telligent elucidation of the changes made by the new 
procedure. We should state that Mr. Rogers gives some 
additional forms of pleadings and a time-table of 
procedure, a chapter on the jurisdiction and practice of 
divisional courts, and an analysis of proceedings in an 
action at law and a euit in equity. 
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At the opening of the Irish courts on Tuesday, says the 
Times correspondent, there was a large attendance of the 
public, and some curiosity was mani‘ested as to whetherany 
judicial changes had been made, but the courts presented 
nothing worthy of special notice. The lists of business to 
be disposed of are tolerably full. 

Tne Daily Telegraph says that a singular verdict was 
delivered by a Cheshire jury at Shavington, on Thursiay, 
in an inquiry as to the death of a platelayer named Ray, who 
was shot, while engaged at his work on the line, on Satar- 
day last, by an old man named Boote, keeper of Willaston 
toll-gate. It was conclusively proved-that at the time 
Boote fired the fatal shot he was standing on the property 
of the railway company, and the civil engineer of the line 
deposed that he was trespassing in being where he was, 
Under these circumstances, the coroner laid it down clearly 
that the jury could only return a verdict against Boote of 
manslaughter, as the circumstances unier which he fired 
the gun made him responsible for his act. The jury, after 
a few moments’ discussion, announced that they had decided 
to find a verdict of accidental death, as it was no business 
of theirs to meddle with the trespass. ‘The coroner said the 
verdict was altogether opposed to the facts, and he enti 
disagreed with them. Foreman: That's your opinion 
Coroner: Yes, Foreman: Well, it ain't ours. 
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Nates. 


In THE Court or APPEAL, on Thursday, in Gover’s case, 
an application was made by the applicant for leave to 
issue a subpena to compel the attendance of a witness to 
be examined in court on the hearing of the appeal. The 
proposed witness had given no evidence on the original 
hearing of the motion, which took place in March last. 
Their lordships gave leave to issue the subpena, reserving, 
however, to the respondent the benefit of any objection to 
the admiesibility of the evidence, or the propriety of its 
being admitied under the circumstances of the case. 


In Hodgrs v. Fincham, heard the same day by the 
Court of Appeal, the snit was for the specific performance 
of an agreement by the defendants to assign certain debts 
to the plaintiffs as a security for a debt due to them, and 
the bill asked for the appointment of a receiver, and for 
an injunction to restrain the defendants from getting in 
the debts in question. The defendants had given the 
plaintiffs a bond by way of further security. In March 
last an order was made appointing a receiver to get in the 
debts, one of the defendants at the same time undertaking 
to give judgment in an action upon the bond which the 
plairtiffs had commenced against him, the judgment 
“to be dealt with as this court shall direct.” During 
the long vacation, the suit not having come to a 
hearing, the plaintiffs moved for leave forthwith to 
issue execution on ihe judgment. Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon was inclined to think that the meaning of the 
order was that the judgment was to be dealt with by 
the court at the hearing of the cause, and that no leave 
to issue execution could be given before then, and, as the 
order had not been made by himself, he declined to accede 
to the application. The Lords Justices were of opinion 
that it was open to the court at any time to give leave to 
deal with the judgment if the circumstances were such as 
to render it proper that this should be done. They accord- 
ingly gave the plaintiffs leave to issue execution, but 
directed the proceeds of the execution to be brought into 
court in the suit. This decision is of some value as inter. 
preting the meaning of words not uncommonly occarring 
in orders of the court. 


AsratuTz of Pennsylvania, says the Albany Law Journal, 
requires every will to ‘“‘ be in writing,’ and the other day 
the curious question was presented to the Court of Common 
Pleas of Chester county whether a writing on a slate in- 
tended by the deceased to be her last will and testament came 
within the statute. The court thought the case not within 
the spirit of the statute, because a slate was neither intended 
for, nor adapted to, writing of a permanent character. ‘The 
rule has been carried quite far enough by the admis-ion to 
probate of wills written with lead pencils, as was done in 
Dyer's Estate (3 Ecc. 92) and in Dickson v. Dickson (1 Ibid: 
222). In 21 P. F. Smith, 454, it was thought that a will 
should not be written or signed in pencil on account of the 
facility of alteration ; but the point was not decided. 


Tue Hox. L. P. Proctor delivered an address at the 
Court House, Belmont, before the members of the Alleghany 
bar with reference to the late Judge Grover, in which he gave 
the following details of that learned judge’s self-possession 
on a trying occasion :—He was once engaged in trying a 
cause before Judge Drayton. After a time the ju on, be 
came impatient at what he believed to be unnecessary de- 
tails of the facts in the case. ‘ This case, Mr. Grover,’ 
said he, “is in a nut shell.” Grover continued the case 
without regarding the remark. ‘Mr. Grover,” said the 
judge, somewhat sharply, “this case is in a nut-shell. You 
are taking too much time with it.” “I know that the 
case is in a nut-shell, your honour, but then I think this 
court is bourd to take judicivl knowledge that nut-shells 
are of all sizes, from an Alleghany county beach-nut up to a 
cocoanut shell, and this case, with all respect to your 
honour, is in a cocoanut shell; and if your honour don't 
let me try it in my own way, Peck, there, will make beech- 
nuts, and smell ones, of my client.” The judge took 
this reply pleasantly, and Grover continued in his own 
way. 





Tue Supreme Court or Maing, in disbarring an attorney 
recently, made the following observations :—“ It is a mig- 
taken view of this subject to conclude that an attorney at 
law can only be disbarred for acts done ‘in his office 
as attorney’ or ‘within the courts,’ in the terms of hig 
oath of office. On thecontrary, an attorney may be guilty 
of disreputable practices and gross immoralities in hig 
private capacity and without the pale of the courts, which 
render him unfit to associate with gentlemen, disqualify 
him for the faithful discharge of his professional duties ia 
or out of court, and render him uoworthy to minister ir 
the forum of justice. Where such a case arises, from 
whatever acts or causes, the cardinal condition of the 
attorney’s admission to the bar, the possession of ‘a 
good moral character,’ is forfeited, and it will become the 
solemn duty of the court, upon a due presentment of the 
case, to revoke the authority it gave the offending member 
as a symbol of legal fitness and moral uprightness, lest it. 
should be exercised for evil or tarnished with shame.” 








Queries ow the New Pyactice. 


How Figures ARE To BE COUNTED, 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jiurnal.] 


Sir,—I am obliged by the authoritative reply you have 
obtained to my query. But the reply confines itself to 
figures in pleadings. How about those in affidavits or other 
documents not pleadings? Surely there is intended to be. 
some difference in the counting, otherwise, why the inex- 
plicable repetition in order 7 of 28th October as to column 
figares only ? J. PALLISTER YOUNG. 

29, Mark-lane, E.C., Nov. 1. 

[See an answer above under the head of “The New 
Practice.’’—Ep. S. J.] 








Appotutnrents, Ete. 


Sir Ricnarp BaaGattay, Q.C., M.P., has been appointed 
an Ordinary Judge of the Court of Appeal. The new jadge 
is the eldest son of the late Mr. Richard Baggallay, of 
Kingthorpe House, Upper Tooting, and was born in 1816, 
Ife was educated at Caius College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as B.A. (fourteenth wrangler) in 1839. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1843, 
and became an equity draftsman and conveyancer. He 
was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1861, after which time- 
he confined his practice to the Rolls Court. In 1865 he 
was elected M.P. for Hereford in the Conservative interest, 
and in September, 1868, he succeeded Mr. Justice Brett. 
as Solicitor-General. His tenure of office on that occasion 
was very short, as his party resigned in the following 
December, he having in the meantime failed to secure re- 
election at Hereford. He was knighted shortly after his 
retirement from office, and in 1870 he succeeded the 
present Viscount Midleton as M.P. for Mid-Surrey, and he 
has since retained the seat without opposition. Iu 
February, 1874, Sir Richard Baggallay was re-appointed 
Solicitor-General by Mr. Disraeli, and two months later 
(Sir John Karslake having resigned through ill-health) he 
became Attorney-General. Sir R. Baggallay is one of the 
standing counsel to the University of Cambridge, a magis- 
trate for Surrey, and a benchez of Lincoln’s-inn, being also 
the treasurer of that society for the current year. 


Mr. Biomrtetp Burnett, solicitor, of 10, Fenchurch- 
buildings (deputy of the Ward of Aldgate, and clerk to 
the justices for the Tower division, Middlesex), has been 
again appointed by the Bishop of London to be one of the 
Commission to Inquire into the Union of certain City 
Benefices. 


Mr. Caagies Wittiam Garrop, solicitor, of Wells, has 
been nuanimously elected T'reasurer to the Corporation of 
that City, and also Clerk to the Trustees of Wells Tarnpike 
Roads, in succession to his recently-deceased partner, Mr. 
Henry Bernard. Mr. Garrod was admitted a solicitor in 
1860. 
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Mr. Bastz EpMuND GREENFIELD, solicitor, of, 21, Ab- 
charch-lane, has been appointed a Commissioner of the 
Supreme Court of New South Wales for taking Affidavits 
in any matter within the jurisdiction of the said court. 


Mr. Getorce GupcEon, solicitor, of Stowmarket, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates acting in and for 
the Division of the Handred of Stow in the County of 
Suffolk, also Clerk to the Commissioners of Land and In- 
come Tax for the said Hundred, in succession to the late 
Mr. Frederick Beck Marriott. Mr. Gudgeon was admitied 
a solicitor in 1865. 


Mr. Freperic Curt, of 2, Austinfriars, Old Broad- 
street, E.C., and Church-road, Upper Norwood, Surrey, 
was, on the 28th ult., appointed a London Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Court of Exchequer. 


Mr. Witu1aM ALEXANDER ParkER, Chief Justice of St. 
Helena, has been appointed Chief Justice of British 
Honduras, in the place of Mr. Robert John Walcott. 
Mr. Parker was admitted a member of the faculty 0” 
advocates in Scotland in 1853. He was chief magistrate 
anda member of the Legislative Assembly of the Gold 
Coast from 1866 to 1869, when he was appointed Chief 
Justice of St. Helena, and he was made a member of the 
Executive Council of that island in 1871. 


Mr. Taomas Francis Peacock, of 12, South-square, 
Gray’s-inn, has been appointed a London Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Tho office of Registrar of the Bishop Auckland County 
Court (Circuit No. 2) has become vacant by the death of 
Mr, William Dale Trotter, of Bishop Auckland. 

The office of Registrar of the Llanfyllin County Court 
(Circuit No. 28) has become vacant by the death of Mr. 
Oliver Vaughan Paogb, of Lilanfyllin, Welchpool, and 
Oswestry. 





General Curresponverce. 


ADVERTISING PRACTITIONERS. 
[To the Editor of the Sol citors' Journal.} 


Sir,—I beg to inclose you a copy of a letter which is 
being circulated in my neighbourhood. H, GRANT. 
Kennington-cross, 8.E., Oct. 23. 


31, Upper Kennington-lane, 8.E. 
Town Office—2, King’s Road, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 
20th October, 1875. 
Thos. Wm. Payne, Solicitor, 
Commisrioner for taking Oaths and Affidavits, 

Sir,—In the course of 20 years’ practice it bas been made manifest to 
me that the fear of solicitors’ charges, in small transactions, has fre- 
quently led to the employment of unqualificd persons to prepare legal 
documents or to the reliance on verbal agreements in lieu of writing, 
ee in litigation and failure when legal proceediags have been in- 


In the altered state of the law, ie., the fusion of law and equity by 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, coming into 
operation in November next, it wi!l be more assential than ever that 
all transactions, beyond the ordinary sale and delivery of goods, should 
be in wriiing, prepared by a competent legal practitioner, and with the 
view of remedying the evil above referred to, and of enabling all per- 
sons to obtain the necessary assistance, I have es:ablished a very 
moderate scale of charges to meet the exigencies of all transactions, 
such a8 leases, agreements, articles of partnership, mortgages, and 
other matters requiring legal a:sistance, and in some cases 1 arrange 
to charge by commission. 

I make no charge for preliminary advice. 

Consultations at the above address from 9 to 10a.m., and 6 to 8 p.m., 
} at Satardays, or by appointment, and at my town office during the 

I an, 
Your obedient servant, 
Pa T. W. Paxns. 
To Mr.——. j 





We have also been favoured by “An Old Solicitor” 
from Bristol, and a correspondent at Hereford, with copies of 
the following circular, ‘‘ An Old Solicitor” says:—I pre- 
sume, from the name of *‘ Bristol ” being filled in in ink, (the 
rest of the circular being printed) these young gentlemen’s 
extensive (or anticipated!) practice has induced them to 
fill in the names of all the seventy district registry towns, and 
favour solicitors in each place with the offer of their 


agency, 





26, Moorgate-street, 
London, October, 1875. 

Sir,—Bristol being appointed one of the centres under 
the Judica‘ure Act we apprehend that f:om time to time, 
perhaps frequently, we sball have occasion for a profes- 
sional agent in your neighbourhood. 

We have, therefore, to ark if you are disposed to act as 
our agent and upon what terms. 

Should you have occasicn for our services as London 
agents, wholly or partially, we shall be happy to act as such 
agents on lower (say one-third) terms, oa a system of 
monthly accounts, provided the terms are mutual.—We are, 
Sir, ycurs faithfully, D:esr & Tasor. 


ns 


A correspondent sends the following extract from the 
Marylebone Mercury :— 

MATRIMON{AL.—Mr. Johnson, 35, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row, Solicitor, conducts Divorce and all other cases. 
TERMS MODERATE. 

Compensation Claims Attended to. 
PRELIMINARY CONSULTATIONS FREE. 








Obituary. 


SIR EDWARD VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. 


The Right Hon. Sic Elward Vaughan Williams, Knt., 
many years a judge of the Court of Common Pleas, died at. 
his residence, Park-street, Westmins‘er, on Tursday last, No- 
vember 2, at the age of seventy-eight. The deceased was the 
son of Mr. Serjeant John Will‘ams, the well-known editor of 
‘* Saunders’s Reports.” He was borain 1797, and was educated 
at Westminster, and at Trinity College, Cambridge, where 
he took the usual degrees. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in the year 1823, and joined the South Wales 
and Chester Circuit. He soon became known as a legal 
author, having in his first year at the bar published a new 
edition ofhis father’s notes to “ Saunders’s Reports,” in which 
undertaking he was associated with the late Mr. Justice Paite- 
son. He also brought out in the year 1836 (with the aid of the 
late Mr. Serjeant D’Oyley), an edition of ‘‘ Burns’s Justice 
of the Peace,” but the book which permanently established 
his reputation was his treatise on “ The Law of Executors,’” 
first published in 1832, which has gone through seven 
editions, and has been one of the most valuable books ever 
placed in the hands of the profession. Mr. Williams enjoy: d 
a very good junior business, both in London and on circuit, 
but he was not a good speaker, and consequently never as. 
pred to a silk gown. He was for many years Recorder of the 
borough of Kidwelly, and in 1846, after the transfer of Mr. 
Justice Erle from the Common Pleas to the Queen’s Bench, 
he was nominated by Lord Cottenham to the vacancy in the 
latter court, and he then received the honour of knighthood. 
He retained his seat on the bench for nineteen years, under 
the presidency of Chief Justices Wilde, Jervis, Cockburn, 
and Erle, and fully justified his previocs reputation at the 
bar. His kindness and courtesy made him extremely 
popular, and none of his colleagues could rival him in legal 
knowledge and familiarity with cases and authorities. For 
some years his judicial capacity was impaired by increasing 
deafness, and this infirmity, coupled with general failure of 
health, obliged him, early in the year 1865, to resiga his 
scat, to the universal regret of his colleagues and the profes- 
sion. He received the usual compliment of being sworn a 
member of the Privy Council, but the state of his health 
prevented him from taking much part in the proceedings of 
the Judicial Committee, where his long experience would 
have rendered his services most valuable. His death will be 
long lamented by a large circle of friends. 


MR. WILLIAM DALE TROTTER. 


Mr, William Dale Trotter, solicitor (the head of the firm 
of Trotter, Bruce, & Trotter), of Bishop Auckland, died at 
Bournemouth, on the 27th ult., at the age of forty, after a 
long illness. The deceased was the son of the late Mr. 
William Trotter, solicitor, of Bishop Auckland, and of Hel- 
meden, Durham, who was for several years Lieutenant- 
Colonel of the 2nd battalion of the Durham Volunteers. He 
was born in 1835, and was educated at Corpus Christi 
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College, Cambridge, where he took the degrees of M.A. and 
LL.B. He was admitted a solicitor in 1858, and soon after- 
wards went into partnership with his father, with whom he 
became associated as joint clerk to the county magistrates at 
Bishop Auckland. He was deputy coroner for the Darling- 
ton ward of the county of Durham till the death of his 
father in 1866, when he succeeded to the coronership, and 
also to the office of Registrar of the Bishop Auckland County 
Court. He was a member of the Justices’ Clerks’ Society, a 
perpetual commissioner for Durham, and a commissioner for 
taking affidavits in chancery and at common law. His practice 
was very large. Mr. Trotter’s politics were Conservative, and 
he took a leading partin all county contests, At the last general 
election he was the chief agent for Viscount Castlereagh in 
bis candidature for South Durham, and he had himself been 
mentioned as a future Conservative candidate. He was 
Lieutenant-Colonel of the Ist Durham Militia, having been 
for several years an officer in the regiment, in the welfare of 
which he took the warmest interest. He was also chairman 
of the Bishop Auckland Local Board of Health. He had 
recently been in partnership with Mr. Thomas Dundas 
Bruce and with Mr. Henry Hutchinson Trotter. His health 
had long been delicate. Two or three years ago he spent 
a winter in the south of France, and returned very much 
better, but the improvement did not continue, and he had 
— months at Bournemouth without deriving any 
enefit, 


MR. ROBERT GRIFFITH WILLIAMS, Q.C. 


Mr. Robert Griffith Williams, Q.C., died suddenly from 
heart disease at Bryncrin, Pwllheli, on the 21st ult., at 
the age of forty six. Mr. Williams was the son of the 
late Mr. Robert Hubert Williams, and was born at Liver- 
pool in 1829. He was educated at St. Paul’s School and at 
University College, London, and graduated as M.A. at 
the University of London in 1856. He was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1857, and 
joined the Northern Circuit and Manchester Sessions. Mr. 
Williams was the author (jointly with Mr. Gainsford 
Bruce) of a book on ‘‘ Admiralty Practice in the County 
Courts,” and was one of the editors of the last edition of 
‘*Chitty’s Precedents of Pleadings.” Hesoon obtained a 
reputation as a sound lawyer, and roe steadily into 
business, especially at Liverpool and Manchester. It was 
not, however, till February, 1874, that he applied for and 
received a silk gown. Mr. Williams was spending the long 
vacation at his country house in Wales, and had been for 
some time in delicate health. On the morning of the 21st 
he was about to start for Manchester to attend an arbitration, 
when he was attacked with sudden faintness. He left the 
house to get some fresh air, and fell dead on the garden path. 


MR. HENRY BERNARD. 


Mr. Henry Bernard, solicitor and proctor, of Wells, died 
at Torquay, on the 18th ult., at the age of fifty-nine, after 
a long illness. Mr. Bernard was admitted a solicitor in 
1838, and shortly afterwards commenced to practise at 
Wells in partnership with the late Mr. Thomas Gilling. 
He was afterwards associated with Mr. Edmund Davies, 
on whose death he was appointed by Lord Auckland, the 
late Bishop of Bath and Wells, to the post of bishop’s 
secretary, and he also became apparitor of the diocese, 
steward to the dean and chapter, registrar of the arch- 
deaconry of Bath, and deputy-registrar of the archdeaconry 
of Wells. He was also joint chapter clerk and treasurer 
to the city of Wells, a perpetual commissioner for Somer- 
setshire, and a commissioner for taking affidavits in 
chancery. Mr. Bernard served the office of Mayor of Wells 
a few years ago. He had been for some time unable to 
attend to business, and his official duties have been dis- 
charged by his partner, Mr. Charles William Garrod, who 
was associated with him as joint chapter clerk. 





The St. Louis Globe states that Mr. Justice Smith, of 
Savannah, in an elaborate opinion, has decided that an um- 
brella is property. 

The recent Admiralty Circular as to the reception of 
fugitive slaves on board her Majesty’sships has been with- 
drawn, and new instructions on the subject will be issued. 





————<—= 


Soacieties. 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
on Thursday last, the following being present—viz., Mr, 
Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Steward, Burges, Car. 
peater, Clabon, Collisson, Drew, Kelly, Masterman, Scadding, 
Sidney Smith, and Boodle (secretary). Three grants, 
amounting to £25, were made to the widows of three non- 
members, and the ordinary business was transacted. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the weekly meeting of this society, held on Tuesda: 
last, at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, Messrs. West, 
Cooke, Jackson, Henwood, Austen, Norman, Holland, 
Etherington, Hall, and Trotter were balloted for and elected 
members of the society. The following Legal question was 
discussed, No. 568 :—‘‘Is a railway company liable for an 
accident caused by their gross negligence to a passenger 
travelling on their line by a free pass, on the condition that 
he travels at his own risk?” The debate having been opened 
by the secretary, an animated discussion followed, and 
ultimately the question was carried in the affirmative by a 
majority of four votes. Several visitors were present. 








Leqal News. 


Tt is stated that a question has arisen in connection with 
the Doncaster Town Council, whether a member who has 
compounded with his creditors is eligible for re-election. As 
a matter of fact, a town councillor in that borough having 
so compounded, his seat has been declared vacant by a de- 
claration of the council itself. The late member, however, 
has been re-nominated ; and objection was taken before the 
mayor that he could not, under the 52nd section of the 
Act, sit in the town council. The town clerk gave a 
contrary opinion, and the mayor ruled that he had no 
jurisdiction. 

In the commercial reports of her Majesty’s Consuls in 
Siam it is stated that the criminal laws are severe, but that 
the effect of them is that property, except in places where 
the country is subject to raids, is secure. Thefts cf ele- 
phants and cattle are punishable by death, as are all cases 
of robbery from members of the Ruling Family. The judges 
have few rules to guide them in the sett!ement of civil cases, 
the decision in which generally means their own opinion, 
from which an appeal lies to the Chief. “They have a 
curious way of deciding the truth between two parties in 
the absence of witnesses; their plan is to ascertain which of 
them can stay longest under water.” 


The Indianapolis Sentinel says :—The following letter 
to the Supreme Court is one involving such grave questions 
that after unsuccessfully wrestling with its question, the 
judges turned it over to the Attorney-General ; he being un- 
able to come to a decision, has referred it to the governor: 
“To the Most Respectable Supreme Court of the State of 
Indiana. Gentlemen,—The undersigned was a professor in 
Germany and in this country for many years. These two 
years he was teaching languages in the seminary of the city 
of . The board of education, according to decision 
of the Supreme Court, illegally elected here, dismissed on 
account of personal vengeance of one of the members, Pro« 
fessor ,in spite of a large petition of 212 citizens, 
three-fourths of the inbabitants, signed by the mayor and 
five councilmen out of six in favour of re-election of said 
professor. There is a great loss and damage to the peti- 
tioner, because he is for one year without any office, hav- 
ing been procrastinated by said board from days to weeks 
tilllast of July. The supplication, therefore, very modestly 
made to the most respectable Suprene Court, is what may be 
done legally for a citizen of the United States to come to his 
rights and justice after all inquisitions with lawyers? The 
Supreme Court’s most humble servant, “ Prof. ———,” 
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Cuurts. 
COUNTY COURTS. 


BARNSLEY. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Tinpat Atkinson, Judge.) 
Oct. 29.—Frobisher v. Duckworth. 
Impounding cattle—Overcharge—Penalty—1 & 2 Philip and 
Mary, c. 12, s. 2. 

In thie case the plaintiff sought to recover £5 1s. “for 
that whereas the defendant, on the 2nd of July, 1875, 
at Cudworth, impounded four beasts belonging to the 

laintiff, who thereupon tendered him the sum of 4d. 
for impounding and keeping the same in pound, when 
the said defendant demanded the sum of Is. 4d., and 
refused to give them up until he was paid the sum, when the 
plaintiff paid the same under protest, and now seeks to recover 
1s. illegally taken ; and also the sum of £5, being the amount 
of penalty incurred by the defendant in illegally demanding 
oe taking from the plaintiff above the sum of 4d. for im- 
pounding and keeping in pound the said distress.” 

His Honour, in giving jadgment, said—This case was 
heard before me on the 12th of August last, and, on account 
of its importance to farmers and others in the district who 
keep cattle, I reserved judgment in order that I might 
have the opportunity of looking into the authorities upon 
the subject. The plaintiff claims from the defendant, the 
pound keeper, or pinder, at Cudworth, £5 1s., namely, a 
penalty of £5 for taking 1s. more thin of right on giving 
out of the bees four of the plaintiff's beasts which had 
been found straying on the highway. The facts, which 
may be shortly stated, are that on the Ist of July of this 
year the beasts in ques'ion were in one of the plaintiff's 
fields at Roystone-bridge. On the following day they were 
found straying on the highway, and were brought to the 
defendant to be impounded. The plaintiff, on hearing this, 
went to release his cattle, and tendered the statutory 
charge of 4d. for the whole; this, when tendered, the 
defendant refused to receive, demanding 1s. 4d., which the 
plaintiff paid. The decision in this case turned upon 
whether the provisions of the 2nd section of 1 & 2 Philip and 
Mary are still in force. That section is in the following terms: 
—‘* And further be it enacted by the auctorite aforesaid, that 
after the said first daye of Aprill, no pson or psons shall take 
for keping, impownde, impownding or pondage,. of any 
maner of distress, above the sum of iiijd. for any hole dis- 
tres that shall be so inpownded, and where les hathe beene 
used, ther to take les, upon the payne of fyve powndes 
to be payd to the partie greved, over and besides suche 
monye as he shall take above the some of iiijd. any usage 
or prescripcon to the contrary in any wise notwithstanding.” 
During the hearing of the case the defendant called my 
attention to the 74th section of 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50, the 
Highway Act, in which penalties were imposed upon the 
owners of straying cattle, and other regulations with 
regard to the charges for impounding, which were not in 
any case to exceed a shilling a am ; but this section, 
which, if it had been in force, would have, in my opinion, 
in effect repealed that of the older statute on this subject, 
is itself expressly repealed by the 27 & 28 Vict. c. 101, 
8. 25. The words of the section material to the subject 
are:—“The 74th section of the Highway Act, 1835, 
shall be repealed, and instead thereof be it enacted— 
If any horse, ox, sheep, &c., is at any time found 
straying on or lying about any highway (except on such 

of any highway as pass over any common 

or uninclosed grounds), the owner shall be liable 
to bE oro not exceeding five shillings, to be re- 
cov in @ summary manner, together with the 
reasonable expenses of removing such animal from the 
highway where it is found to the common pound of the 
parish, or any other place provided for the purpose; pro- 
vided always that no owner of any such animal shall ia 
any case pay more than thirty shillings, to be recovered 
over and above such reasonable expenses as aforesaid, in- 
¢luding the usual fees and charges of the authorized keeper 
of the pound.” It appears to me that by no possible con- 
struction can the provisions of this section be said to 
operate as a repeal by implication of the 2nd section of the 
1 & 2 of Philip and Mary, relating to the pound-keeper’s 
es. Itsimply provides a remedy, in the shape of a 
penalty, for the owner’s negligence in suffering his cattle to 





stray on the highway, and further enables the highway 
authorities to recover the reasonable costs incurred in remov- 
ing them tothe pound. It is contended that the words in 
the 25th section of the 27 & 28 Vict. c. 101, ‘‘ including all 
usual charges” must mean the charges which have been and 
are now made by the pound-keeper on releasing impounded 
cattle, and that this is inconsistent with the 2nd 
section of the old Act, which fixes the amount arbi- 
trarily at fourpence, and by implication repeals it. On 
looking into the authorities upon the subject of one statute re- 
pealing another by implication, I find that in the case of 
Middleton v. Croft (Cases temp. Hardwicke), Lord Hardwicke 
said, ‘‘ Subsequent Acts of Parliament in the affirmative only, 
although giving no penalties, are never to be taken to be a 
repeal of former Acts unless there be negative words or & 
plain contrariety between the two Acts, so that there is a 
plain indication in the latter of the intention to repeal the 
former.” In the present case no such contrariety appears. 
“ The usual fees and charges” are determined in amount 
by statute, no doubt as a check to the extortion which pre- 
vailed in early days on the part of pound-keepers; and 
although, from the great increase in the value of money since 
the passing of the statute (1554), fourpence is a very inadequate 
and absurd amount for the charge of impounding cattle, it 
must not be forgotten that later legislation has given to 
highway authorities the means of recovering from the 
owners of strayed cattle, not only a penalty, but all reasonable 
expenses caused by the owner's negligence. I find also in the 
first volume of the revised statutes that, while section 3 of 
the 1 & 2 Philip and Mary is repealed and omitted from 
the text, the 2nd section remains, and forms part of the 
existing statute law. In this case, therefore, there must be 
a verdict for £5 in addition to the 1s, overcharge; but, inas- 
much as the defendant acted in ignorance of the law, and 
seeing that the charge of Is. 4d. wasthe usual and indeed very 
moderate sum levied by him in all cases of impounding cattle, 
the verdict will be entered without costs, 

Verdict for plaintiff, £5 1s. 

Solicitor for plaintiff, Peagam. 

Detendant in person. 





BRISTOL POLICE COURT. 


(Before Messrs. A. WArrEN eni George WELLS, 
Magistrates. ) 

87 & 38 Vict. c. 68, s. 12 —Conviction for falsely using a name or 
subscription implying that the person is duly qualified to 
act as a solicitor. 

Mr. John Price was summoned, on the information of 
Edwin Adlam, for ** That on the second day of October last, 
the said Edwin Adlam was served, in the city of Bristol, 
with the copy of a writ (and was at the same time shown 
the original) issued out of the Tolzey-court of the city of 
Bristol, at the instance of Elizabeth Phillips, and which writ 
was issued by one John Price, of Castle Bank-chambers, 
Wine-street, in the said city of Bristol, and on which writ 
the said John Price has wilfully and falsely indorsed a dee 
scription of himself, implying that he was duly qualified to 
act in the said court as an attorney and solicitor, or that he 
then was recognized by law as so qualified, contrary to the 
statutes in that case made and provided.” 

J. F. Norris (instructed by Mr. Clifton), prosecuted. 

Tucker, was for the defence. 

The defendant’s name was called several times by the 
court officials, but no answer was received, and on their ac- 
quainting the magistrates that he did not answer, a youn 
man entered the witness box, who stated that he was cler. 
to the defendant, and that Mr. Price was at London, and had 
been out of Bristol since Saturday. 

Constables Masters and Harris having proved delivering 
the summonses at the defendant’s office, 

Thomas Bolwell Pearce, the young man who stated that 
he was clerk to defendant and that Mr. Price was absent at 
London, repeated what he had before said on oath. 

Norris said he was in a position to show that Mr. Price 
had been seen within twenty minutes by two or three per- 
sons, and he had one person in court who had seen him. 

The witness Pearce, continuing, said that the officer 
(Masters) had left three documents in the office, and they 
were there still. 

Cross-examined by Norris—He had not seen Mr, Price 
that day, and he would swear that Mr. Price was not at his 
office on the previous day. 
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He would swear to the best of his belief that Mr. Price, 
at the present moment, was not in Bristol. On Saturday 
night he left to go to London to sce his agent to inquire how 
it was that his certificate had not been returned to him. 
Witness left him at the top of Old Market-s'reet about 
half-past eight o’clock cn Saturday evening, and had not 
been acquainted with bis whereabouts since. 

Mr. Gore (magistrates’ clerk)—Where does he reside or 
have his me:ls? 

Witness—I do not know, neither does the cflice boy. I 
have seen him at the office asearly as half-past nine in the 
morning. 

Mr. Gore— He does not live at the office, I suppose ? 

Witness—Oh no, sir. 

Norris contended that the summons must have come to 
the knowledge of Mr. Pearce. He had been seen in Bristol 
since Suturday by Mr. Atchley, Mr. Clifton, and Mr. 
Wansbrough, three well-known solicitors, and on that very 
morning by Hillman, one of the mayor's sergeants. 

Mr. Gore said if the defendant was represented by un at- 
torney that did away with the question, and the defendant 
need not appear in person. Addressing Mr. Tucker—Do yon 
appear for the defendant, or is the defendant unrepresented ? 

Tucker said he would admit that he was there to represent 
the defendant, and, if nccessary, that the deferdant had a 
knowledge of the summcnses, but, in the interests of justice, 
he would appeal to the bench not to go into the case at pre- 
sent. The ground for his application was—first, that, see- 
ing the serious position his client was placed in, and the 
gravity of the offence which he had to answer, sufficient 
time had not been granted him for the purpose of preparing 
his defence. There were three summonses taken out 
against his unfortunate client, and the information under 
which the present proceedings were taken was laid on one 
day and the summonses is-ued forthwith, returnable the 
very next day. Therefore, in fairness and justice to the de- 
fendant, the case should be adjourned for a reasonable time, 
to enable him to answer the charge. Again, the matter had 
been brought under the notice of the Tolzey-court judge, 
and his decision would be learnt in a few days as to whether 
the defendant would be struck off the roll of that court or 
fined. Onthat ground, also, he would appeal to the bench 
for an adjournment, to see the d-cision arrived at by the 
Tolzey-court officials. In conclusion, he said he did not 
think Mr. Norris wished to press thé defendant unduly, and 
would not object to the application, which, in every sense, 
was a fair and reasonable one. 

Norris said be did object to the application, and he 
applied that the case shonld go on in the absence of the de- 
fendant. That day only a gross fraud had been perpetrated 
on the magistrates. The person calling himself a clerk to 
the defendant had stated to the court resolutely and distinctly 
that the summonses had been placed on the table of the office 
and left there, leading them to believe the defendant had 
not been there and was entirely ignorant of the proceedings. 
It had been argued that certain hardships would result to 
the defendant if an adjournment was not granted, and that 
the proceedings of the Tolzey-court should be waited for. 


The charge that he would there have to answer had nothing to |. 


do with this court. The discourteous manner in which he had 

been treated by Mr. Tucker would not allow tim, as far ashe 

(Mr. Norris) was personally concerned, to consent to the 

application. If the magistrates were of opivion that the ends 

of justice would be frustrated if an adjournment was not 

granted then he would consent, but otherwise Le would not. 
The magistrates Laving consulted, 


_ Mr. Wixts announced that they were of opinion that suffi- 
cient reasons had not been adduced for the application, and 
that the case should proceed. 


Norris said the proceedings were taken under 37 & 38 
Vict. c. 68, 2. 12, which provided that ‘‘any person who 
wilfully and falsely pretends to be, or takes, or uses, any 
name, title, addition, or subscription, implying that 
he is duly qualified to act as an attorney or solicitor, 
or that he is recognized by law as so qualified, shall be 
guilty of an offence under this Act, and be liable to a 
penalty not exceeding the sum of £10 for each such 
offence.” The learned counsel then detailed the case in 
which the defendant had acted as attorney at the late 
session, and said that when the canse came on for hearing 
the defendant instructed counsel, and urged that the 





———s 
statement made by Mr. Price when the recorder was made 
&cquainted with the facts brought him within the pro. 
visions of the Act of Parliament. The following witnesses 
were then examined for the prosecution :— 

Mr. Ketherall, of the Tolzey-court, deposed that he wag 
present at the Tolzey-court at the trial of the causes last 
week. He heard the case of Phillips v. Adlam and Clements, 
in which the plaintiff was nonsuited. At the time the 
present defendant was in court, and was apparently 
instructing the counsel for ihe complainant in the action 
before the recorder. Witness heard Mr. Norris make an 
application in reference to Mr. Price, who said he had no 
idea that such an application was to have been made, 
or he should have instructed counsel. There was no 
other writ issued in the case of Phillips v. Adlam and 
Clements, except that produced signed by Pearce. Only 
attorneys qualified to practise in the superior courts could 
practise in the Tolzey-court. 

Mr. F. J. Tarr, clerk to Mr. Clifton, the solicitor for 
the defendants in the case of Phillips v. Adlam and 
Clements, deposed that be was acquainted with the hand. 
writing of Pearce, who acted as clerk to Mr. Price. The 
writing on the indorsements produced was that of Pearce, 

Norris having put in the Law List, which contains the 
names of the whole of the duly qualified solicitors, 

Tucker, in answer to the magistrates, said he would 
admit that Mr. Price’s name did not appear in the Law 
List of the present year. 

Mr. J. R. Lloyd, clerk to Mr. Clifton, proved serving 
Mr. Price at his office, through his clerk, with a notice to 
produce his certificate. 

Tucker urged that the word “ person” in the section 
under which the present proceedings were instituted did 
not apply to attorneys, and in the second place practising 
in the Tolzey-court was not practising within the meaning 
of the Act. 

Norris said that the evidence of Mr. Ketherall was 
sufficient for the latter point. The case was such a bad 
one that he should ask the magistrates to inflict the full 
penalty. 

Mr. WItts said he understood that there was more than 
one summons issued against the defendant, and he wished 
to know whether Mr. Norris intended to proceed with the 
others. 

Norris said he would, with the permission of the bench, 
withdraw the others. 

Mr. Witts then said that the magistrates considered 
the case was fally made out, and the defendant would be 
fined £5, with costs.— Bristol Daily Post. 
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Law StuYents’ Sourwal. 


MICHAELMAS EXAMINATION, 1875. 


Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, he'd at 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 25th, 26th, and 27th of Octo- 
ber, 1875. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to James 
Valentine Austin, George James Banks, Henry William 
Eaden, Patrick Fleming Evans, Jamrs Chitty Hannen, 
Gerald Holbech Hardy, Raymond Maude Lluellyn, Rebert 
Garret Moore, Edmund Parry Okeden, Frederick Joseph 
Patton, John Cunliffe Pickersgill-Cunliffe, Christopher 
Smyth, Narayanaiyar Subrahmanyam, and Sir Offley 
Wakeman, Bart., of the Inner Temple ; George Le Mesurier 
Gretton, Gilbert Stuart Hendergon, Joseph Charles Hughes- 
don, Daniel Rankin MacAlpin, John MaclIotyre, Michael 
Moloney, Henry Augustus Chichele Plowden, Stephen 
George Sale, Henry Spalding, Septimus Wall, and William 
Stewart White, of the Middle Temple; John Mitchel Chap- 
man, John Charles Earle, Henry Walter Fell, Alexander 
Gordon, Charles Easton Jolliffe, Norman MacColl, Chris- 
topher William Cecil Procter, Thomas William Ratcliff, 
John Albert Slater, and Thomas Bertram Udall, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn; and William Trotman Stower Hewett and 
William Chase Walcott, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs., certificates 
that they havo satisfactorily passed a public examination. 


——- | 
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Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Notice. 

In order to save the expense and inconvenience of separate 

applications for directions as to the form and manner of pro- 
ure in actions commenced before the Ist of November 
inst., the judge sitting at chambers hereby directs— 

(1) That where no declaration has been delivered the 
action shall be continued according to the ordinary course 
of the High Court of Justice as if it had been commenced in 
that court. , 

(2) That in all other cases the action shall be continued 
up to the close of the proceedings according to the 
practice of the court in which it was brought, and 
afterwards according to the provisions of the Judicature 
Act, subject, however, to an order, at the instance of either 
party, to proceed at any stage according to the course pre- 
scribed by those Acts. By Order. 

Judges’ Chambers, Nov. 2, 1875. 


—_——_— 


Notice. 
Stamps Marked ‘‘ Judicature Fees.” 

The use of the temporary stamps marked ‘‘ Judicature 
Fees ” is not obligatory. The former stamps denominated 
** Chancery” and “ Common Law” may be used for any 
of the judicature fees to which they are applicable in 
amount. 

Inland Revenue, Nov. 3, 1875. 


Court or APPEAL. 
Michazlmas Sittings, 1875. 
Wednesday, Nov. 3. 
Errors from Queen’s Bench Division. 
Standing for Judgment. 


Edwards v. The Aberayon Mutual Ship Society. 
(Stands over till jadgment given in special case. ) 
For Argument, 
Pendlebury v. Greenhalgh. 
Sneesby v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company. 
Smith v. Union Bank of London. 
Lands Security Company (Limited) v. Rankin. ' 
Morgan v. Goulton. (No case lodged.) 
Evans v. Hooper. 
Reed v. Pritchard. 


GENERAL RULES AND REGULATIONS 


As to the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Examina- 
tion and Admission of Persons intending to become 
Solicitors of the Supreme Court; the taking out and re- 
newal of their Certifica‘e’, and as to Re-admission of 
Solicitors and Custody of Documents. 

Whereas by section 87 of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture Act, 1873, it is enacted that from and after the com- 
mencement of the Act all persons admitted as solicitors, 
attorneys, or proctors of, or empowered by law to practise 
in, any court the jurisdiction of which is thereby transferred 
to the High Court of Justice or the Court of Appeal, shall 
be called solicitors of the Supreme Court, and shall be en- 
titled to the same privileges and be subject to the same obli- 

ations, so far as circumstances will permit, as if that Act 
ad not passed; and all persons who from time to time, if 
that Act had not passed, would have been entitled to be ad- 
mitted as solicitors, attorneys, or proctors of, or been by 
law empowered to practise in, any such courts, shall be en- 
titled to be admitted and to be called solicitors of the 

Supreme Court, and shall be admitted by the Master of 

the Rolls, and shall, so far as circumstances will permit, be 

entitled as such solicitors to the same privileges and be sub- 
ject to the same obligations as if that Act had not passed : 

And whereas by section 14 of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
eature Act, 1875, it is enacted that the Registrar of Att: r- 
neys and S.licitors in England shall be called the Registrar 
of Solicitors, aud that the Lord Chief Justice of England, 
the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Com- 
mon Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer, 





or any two of them, may from time to time, by regue 
lation, adapt any enactments relating to attorneys, 
and any declaration, certificate, or form required under those 
enactments to the solicitors of the Supreme Court under section 
87 of the principal Act, meaning thereby ‘‘ The Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1873”: 

And whereas we, the Right Honorable Sir Alexander 
James Edmund Cockburn, Baronet, Lord Chief Justice of 
Eugland, the Right Honorable Sir George Jessel, Master 
of the Rolls, the Right Honorable John Duke Baron 
Coleridge, Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, and 
the Right Honorable Sir Fitzroy Kelly, Lord Chief Baron 
of the Exchequer, have by regulations made in pursuance of 
the power contained in the 14th section of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature Act, 1875, declared that the several enactments 
relating to attorneys, and the declarations, certificates, or 
forms required under those enactments, shall be adapted to 
the solicitors of the Supreme Court under section 87 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, in the manner in the 
same regulations mentioned, being, except as to mere forms, 
the regulations hereinafter set forth (that is to say) :— 

“As regards sections 15, 16,17, and 18 of the Act of the 
6th and 7th years of the reign of her present Majesty, cap. 
73, and section 11 of the Act of the 23rd and 24th years of 
the reign of her present Majesty, cap 127 : It shall be lawful 
for the Master of the Rolls, jointly with the judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, Common Pleas Division, and Ex- 
chequer Division of the High Court of Justice, or with any 
eight or more of them (of whom the presidents of the said 
divisions shall be three), if they shall see fit so to do, to 
nominate and appoint examiners, and to make rules and 
regulations for conducting the examination of persons ap- 
plying to be admitted as solicitors of the Supreme Court, as 
well touching the articles and service as the fitness and 
capacity of such persons to act as solicitors of the Supreme 
Court, including their fitness and capacity to act in matters 
of business usually transacted by solicitors. And if the 
Master of the Rolls, or any of the judges of the said three 
divisions shall, by such examination, or-by the certificate 
of such examiners, be satisfied that such persons are duly 

ualified to be admitted to act as solicitors of the Supreme 

urt, then, and not otherwise, the Master of the Rolls 
shall and may administer the requisite oath, and cause such 
persons to be admitted solicitors of the Supreme Court, and 
their names to be enrolled as solicitors of such court, which 
admission shall be written on parchment and signed by the 
Master of the Rolls.” 

“With regard to section 20 of the ssid Act of the 6th 
and 7th years of the reign of her present Majesty, cap. 73: 
Such person or persons as the Lord Chief Justice of England, 
the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer 
shall for that purpose jointly appoint, shall have the custod 
and care of the rolls or books wherein persons are enroll 
as solicitors of the Supreme Court, and shall be deemed and 
taken as the proper officer or officers for filing such 
affidavits as in the said Act mentioned ; and he or they 
is or are hereby also respectively required, from time to 
time, without fee or reward other than as in the said Act 
mentioned, to enrol the name of every person who shall be 
admitted a solicitor of the Supreme Court pursuant to the 
directions in the said Act, and the time when admitted, in 
alphabetical order, in rolls or books to be kept for that 

urpose, to which rolls or books all persons shall and may 
bose free access without fee or reward.” 


“ And as regards section 8 of the said Act of the 23rd 
and 24th years of the reign of her present Majesty, cap. 
127, the Presidents of the Queen’s Bench Division, 
Common Pieas Division, and Exchequer Division of the 
High Court of Justice, jointly with the Master of the 
Rolls, may from time to time make regulations for the 
examination in such branches of ag knowledge as they 


may deem proper of all persons (not having taken degrees 
or successfully passed such University examinations as in the 
said Act mentioned) hereafter becoming bound under articles 
of clerkship to solicitors. And the said judges, by such 
regulations, may require such examination to be passed either 
before persons so become bound, or at any time before their 
admission as solicitors as to the said judges may seem fit, 
and the said judges may from time to time revoke or alter 
any such regulations as they think fit, and may from time to 
time appoint examiners for conducting such examination as 
aforesaid. And the said judges or any one or more of them 
may, where, uader special circumstances, they or he see fit 
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so to do, dispense with compliance with such regulations 


entirely, or partially, or subject to such conditions as to them 
or him may seem fit,” 
(To be continued.) 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF MASTER OF THE 
Date. APPEAL. Rotts. 
Monday, Nov. 8 Mr, Merivale Mr. King 
Tuesday .... 9 Latham Farrer 
Wednesday .. 10 Milne King 
Thursday .... 11 Latham Farrer 
Friday ©...... 12 Merivale Farrer 
Saturday .... 13 Milne King 


V. C. Hau. 
Mr. Ward 


V.C. Matrys. V.C. Bacon. 


Monday, Nov. 8 Mr. Holdship Mr. Clowes 
Tuesday .... 9 ‘Teesdale Leach Pemb erton 
Wednesday .. 10 Holdship Clowes ard 
Thursday .... 11 Teesdale Leach Pemb erton 
Friday ...... 12 Holdship Clowes Ward 
Saturday .... 13 Teesdale Leach Pembd erton 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 





Bristol and Exeter .., 
Caledonian 
{Glasgow and South-Western ......00.0006 eoeees 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ccsoccoscsssesesess| | 
Great Northern ...... i 
Do., A Stock® ........0..cs0000 weveneconsescoccoesenel 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,..... 
Great Western—Original 
Lancashire and Yorkshire . 
London, Brighton, and South Coast .....s.0s00 
London, Chatham, and Dover........0.+ oe 
tock} London and North-Western ... 
London and Soith Western 
ock| Manchester, Shefficld, and Lincoln 
Stock) Metropolitan ....s..csssssereessesveseess 


























Stock North British 
Stock| North Eastern 
Stock) North London 
Stock North Staffordshire ...... 
Stock | South Devon 
Stock| South-Eastern ............. 




















*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money MARKBT AND CiTY INTELLIGENCE. 

The rate of discount still remains at 4 per cent. The 
proportion of reserve to liabilities has fallen from 41} last 
week to 39}. There has not been much fluctuation during 
the week. Foreign stocks were depressed this afternoon, 
but railways remain atabont last week’s prices. Consols 
closed at 945 to 94} for money, and 94} to 94% for account. 





BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Dzanz—Oct. 29, at 26, York-street, Portman-square, the wife 
of cord C. Deane, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a 


daughter. 

ILzs—Oct. 27, at 5, The Lawn, Balham-park, the wife of J. 
Arthur Iles, solicitor, of a son. 

RessEL—Nov. 1, at Hornsey-lane, Highgate, the wife of T. 
Clarkson Russel, solicitor, Supreme Court, of a daughter. 

Smait~—Nov. 4, at Oakfield Villa, Bedford, the wife of William 
Smail, solicitor, of a son. 

Wastenzys—Oct. 25, at 15, Harewood-square, N.W., the wife 
of W. Wastencys, barrister-at-law, of a daughter, 

DEATHS. 

Dawzs—Oct. 30, Edwin Nathaniel Dawes, solicitor, Rye» 
Sussex, aged 69. 

Incuam—Oct. 21, at Westoe, Robert Ingham, Q.C., aged 82, 

Pirt—Oct. 25, William Pitt, the Managing Clerk of Messrs. 
Ashurst, Morris, & Co. 











LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fray, Oct. 29, 1875, 
LIMITED IN Caancery. 

Birmingham (Blakely Hal!) Coal and Ironstone Company, Limited, — 
Petition for winding up, presented Oct 13, directed to ba heard before 
V.C. Bacon on Saturday, Nov 6. Duignan and Smiles, Bedford row, 
agents for Duignan and Co, Walsall, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Patent Riband Telegraph Post Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fizad 
Tuesday, Nov 9, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidatos. 

Tinfoil Decorative Painting Company, Limited.—Petition for winling 
up, presented Oct 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Nov 
6. Abrahams and Roffey, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner, 

Tuespay, Nov. 2, 1875. 
LimITED IN CHaNncsRY. 

Anglo-German Marezzo Marble Company, Limitad.—The M.R. has 
fixed Nov 10, at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an off- 
cial liquidator. 

Gostling and Oompany, Limited.—Petition to continue the voluntary 
winding up, presented Oct 25, directed to be heard before Y.0. Bacon 
on Saturday, Nov 13. Davis and Oo, Moorgate st, solicitors for p3ti- 
tioner. 

Llynvi Val'ey Colliery Company, Limited.—Poetition for winding up, 
P d Oct 30, directed to be heard before V.C, Malins on Friday, 
Nov 12. Clarke and Co, Lincoln's ian fields, agents for Fusse'l and 
Co, Bristol, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Pontypool Fire Brick and Coal Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Oct 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
Nov 12. Wrentmore, Chancery lane, agent for Greenway and 
Bytheway, Pontypool, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Surrey Gardens, Limited. —Petition for winding up, presented Oct 27, 
directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Nov 12, Haynes, Iroa- 
monger lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, Oct. 29, 1875, 
Liverpool Ship Joiners’ Friendly Society, Ranelagh st, Liverpool. Oct 





Swiss and United Couriers’ Society, Mount et, Grosvenor square. Oct 
28 


» Oreditors under 22 & 28 Vict. oap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Oct 29, 1875. 

Bannerman, Ellen, Connaught square, Hyde park. Jan 28. Pilgrim 
and Phil‘ips, Charch court, Lotkbury 

Berwick, Sophia, Dowager Lady, Leamington, Warwick. Nov 30 
Gem and Locker, Birmingham 

Brodhurat, Kelita, Rugeley, Stsfford, Bit Manufacturer. Dac 1. 
Stanley, Walsall 

Cooper, Frederick Thomas, Burslem, Stafford, Gent. Decl, Fisher 
and Hodges, Newport, Salop 

Cu'lumbine, Jonathan, Warsop, Nottingham, Joiner. Decl, Parsons, 
Mansfield 

Dyche, Joseph, Derby, Gent. Deo7. Robotham, Derby 

Emerton, Joseph, Onurch st, Chelsea, Contractor. Nov 25, Sherrard 
Lincoin’s inn fields 

Gladstone, Murray, Manchester, Merchant. Dec3l. Pears and Co, 
Liverpool 

Gowland, John Thomas, Sidney, New South Wales, Staff Commander 
R.N. Nov20, Western, Charing cross i 

Hadden, Charles, Collycroft, Bedworth, Warwick, Victualler. Dec 22. 
Dewes and Bone, Nuneaton 

Harris, Lewis, St Thomas’ gardens, Haverstock hill, Engraver. Dec 
1, Hannah Walters, Caledonia st, King’s cross 

Higginbottom, Isaac, Withington, nr Manchester. Feb !. Bond and 
Son, Manchester 

Jacquier, James, Dartford, Kent, Machivist. Janl. Walters and 
Gush, Finsbury circus 

Lyne, John Philip, Liskeard, Cornwall, Esq. Nov 30, Childs and Son, 
Liskeard 

Maryon, Samuel William, Chelmsford, Essex. Decl, Arthy and 
Bell, Chelmsford $ 

Mathews, Richard Gardner, Maplecroft, Wilts, Esq. Janl. Parson 
and Lee, Abchurch House, Sherborne lane 

Morgan, Kev Henry Charles, Goodrich Vicarage, ur Ross, Hereford. 
Dec}, Minett and Co, Ross 

Morgan, Edward, Parr Hall, near St He:en’s, Lancashire, Gent. Nov 
30. Vyner, Lincoln’s ina fields 

Readman, Henry, Mortimer st, Cavendish square, Chemist. Dec 8. 
Readman, Stockton-on-Tees 

— John, Birmingham, House Agent. Jaa 3l. Cottrell, Birminz- 

am 





Roberts, John, Westmancote. Bredon, Worcester, Mirket Gardoner. 
Dec 1, Knott, Worcester 

Scarborow, John, Sussex, Chinaman. Dec 3l. Chalk, Brighton 

Sewell, Henry, Galley wood Common, Great Baddow, Essex, Yeoman. 
Dect, Arthy and Bell, Chelmsford 

Spier, Elizabeth, Newland, Whitney, Osford, Jan 23, Allen, Waterloo 
place, Pall mall 

Sterling, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Confectioner. Nov 26. Forster 
and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Talbot, Elizabeth, Handsworth, Stafford. Jan 31, Cottrell, Birminz- 
bam 

Walker, Joseph, Burslem, Stafford, Surgeon. Nov 30. Ingle and Co, 
Threadneedie at 

Wilkins, Emily Ann, Bristol. Nov 15. Lawes, Bristol 

Williams, Susan Ana, Moamouth Torquay, Davon. Dec 14. Prothero, 
and Fox, Newport 

Wise, John, Southsea, Commander R.N. Nov 15. Hildrath and 
Ommauney, Norfolk st, Strand 

Toxspay, Nov 2, 1875, 

Allison, Windar, Throgmorton st, Stock Broker. Decl. Shearman, 
Little Tower st 

Anderson, Charles, Lower Belgrave st, Eaton squar2, Chamist, Dec 31 
Orosse, Lancas:er place, Strand 
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Baldry, Mery, South Shie’ds, Durham. Nov 25, Bell, South Shields 
Parrett, Robert, Hereferd, Draper, Jan}. Humfrys, Hereford 
Bennett, Jchn, Altbough, Hereford. Jan1. Humfrys, Hereford 
Betteridge, Richa:d Hopkins, Milton hill, Berks,Gent. Jan 1, 
ham and Sons, Abingdon 
Carr, William, South Shields, Dorham, Gent. Nov 25, Bell, South 
ds 


hiel 
caret, John, Lansdownerd, Notting hill, Esq. Nov 27. 
Jani, Lamb and 


Gra- 


Jenkyn, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ccok, William, New Crossrd, Deptford, Gent, 
Brooks, Odiham 

Creber, William, Ashburton, Devon, Bank Manager. Dec 25, Whid- 
borne and Tczer, Teignmouth 

Davies, John, Dolfor, Montgomery, Farmer. Decl. Woosnam and 
Talbot, Newtown 

Dodgson, Thomas, Halifax, York, Woolstapler. Nov 20. Hill, 
Halifax 

Eimalie, William Stuart, St Michael’salley, Cornhill, Average Adjuster. 
Dec 8. Parker and Clarke, St Michael’s alley, Cornbi:l 

Gowenlock, James, Manchester, Millwright. Feb2. Bullock, Man- 
chester 

Harrison, Henry, Ncribficet, Kent,Gent. Jani. Walker, York 

Hill, Thomas, Derby, Ircn Founder. Dec 10. Gadsby, Derby 

Holmes, Williem, Brookfield, Lyminster, Sussex, Gent. 
Holmes, Arundel 

Jackson, Richard, Sheriff Hutton, York Gent. Janl. Wood, York 

Jones, Thcmas, Newtown, Montgomery, Warehouseman. Dec 1. 
‘Woosnam and Taltot, Newtcwn 

Knowles, William, Halifax, Ycrk, Cotten Spinner. Dec?, 

Dec 1. 


Jan 1. 


Sager, 
Todmorden 
Leach, William, Brixton hill, Licensed Victualler. Child, 
Paul’s Bakehc use court, Doctors’ commons 
Lovett, William, Old park, Bury Farm, Hertford, Farmer. Jan 1. Beal, 
Sessions House, Clerkenwell 
Mansfield, Henry Morton, Ercildown, Victoria, Farmer, Nov 21. 
Flox and Leedbitter, Leadenhall st 
Maskery, Rev Edwaid James, Chester-le-street, Durham. Nov 29. May, 
Russel] square 
Moold, William, South Shields, Durham, Snip Carpenter. Nov 28. 
Bell, South Shields 
Pait, James, Camden rd, Doctorof Medicine, Dac3}. Dar ley and 
Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 
Postle, Elizabeth Benedicta, Ventnor, Isle of Wight. Nov 29. 
Russe]! square 
Proger, John, Great Windmill st, Haymarket, Die Sinker. 
May, Rusgell square 
Rhodes, John, Croydon, Surrey, Gent. Dec1l. Rowland, Croydon 
Sandilands, Hellen, Beleize park, Decl. Watkins and Co, Sackville st 
Sandilands, John, Conduit st, Bond et, Westminster, Dec}. Watkins 
and Co, Sackville st 
Strickland, William, Peterborough, Northampton, House Decorator. 
Dec]. Deacoo and Witkins, Peterborough 
Thcmas, Thomas Manners, Tipton, Stafford, Corn Merchant. Nov 15. 
Southa!] and Co, Birmingham 
Tovey, George Henry, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Dec 1. 
and Bowman, Bristol : 
Wortley, William Nathaniel, Highbury terrace, Gent. Dac 1. 
ington and Co, Eastcheap 


Bankrupts. 
Faipay, Oct. 29, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Merrett, William Richard, Great St Helen’s. Pet Oct 26. Brougham 
Noy 10 at 2 
Nellen, Julius, Milk st, Velvet Warehousewan, Pet Oct 46. Brongham 
Nov 9 at 2 
Sherman, James Westran, Park place, Regent’s park. Pet Oct 25. 
ham. Nov 9 atl 
Sutton, John, Great Wiaochester st buildings. Pet Oct 26. Brougham. 
Nov 10 at 1.30 
Yardiey, William, Willesden Junction, Beershop Kveper. Pot Oct 25. 
Brougham. Nov 16 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Bell, Andrew, Manchester, Engineer. Pet Oct 29. Hulton. Salford, 


Nov 10 at} 
Lowe, Joseph, Thringstone, Leicester, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 26. Good- 


ger. Burton-on-Trent, Nov 15 at 11 
Simon, Henrietta Margaret, Ealing. Pet Oct 26. Ruston. Brentford 
Nov 13 at 10 
Tuespay, N ov. 2, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act,1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Re gistrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Macarthur, Alcxander Coghill, New st, Cloth Fair, Packing Case 
Maker. Pet Oct 30. Brougham. Nov 23atN 
Vandeluer, Charles, and Arthur Walker, Upper Thames st, Drysalter. 
Pet Oct 59, Spring-Rice. Oct 16 at 1,20 
To Surrender in the Country. 
MeMaster, Allan, Shefficld, Commercial Traveller. Pet Oct 28. Wake, 
Sheffield, Nov 17 at 2 
Marlier, Edouard Paul Louis, Peterborough, Northampton, Hair- 
dresser. Pet Oct 29. Gaches. Peterborough, Nov 13 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farwar, Oct, 29, 1875. 
Bedford, John, Grantham, Lincol», Boot Mannfacturer. Oct 25 
Cowl, Henry, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Oct 25 


Torsper, Nov. 2, 1875, 
Duncan, William Alexander, Park rd, ¥orest hill,Grocer. Oct 29 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpar, Ocs, 29, 187d. 
Amies, George Adam, Norwich, Carpenter, Nov 9 at 3 at offices of 
Win ter and Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 


May, 
Nov 29. 


He aven 
Worth- 


’ Franklin, John, Ruscombe, St-oui, Gloucester, Builder, 





Anderson, William, Chepstow, Monmonth, Tailor. Nov 5 at 11 at 
offices of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 

Arthar, William, Holland rd, Kensington, Nov 23 at 2 at offices of 
Linklater, Walbrook 

Parker, James, Rochdale. Lancashire, Iron Dealer. 
offices of Brierley,-The Wala, Rochdale 

Bellairs, Jeremiah, Holbeach, Lincoin, Potato Merc ant. 
at offices of Wilkin, Furnival’s inn 

Booker, Ebenezer, Park st, Vamien Town, Fishmonger. 
at 9, King Edward st, Newgata st. Miles 

Bowden, George, Stockport, Cheshire, Auctioneer. Nov 10 at 4 at 
offices of Best, Lower King st, Manehester 

Bradley, Charles, Middlesborough, York, Music Selier. Nov ll at 12 
at offices of Lucas, Great Marlborough st . 

Brown, Richard, Halifax, York, Cap Manufacturer. Nov ll at 1 at 
offices of Beswick, Aibion st, Leeds. Leming, Halifax 

Buskby, John, Popham rd, New North rd, Islington, Grocer. Nov 5at 
2 at offices of Parry, Basinghall st 

Clarke, Felix George, Paternoster square, Linen Collar Manufacturer. 
Nov 8 at 2 at offices of Beall, Qaeen’s buildings, Qaeen Victoria st 

Cole, George, Birmingham, Carpenter. Nov 17 at 12 at offices of 
Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Cook, Robert Hancock, Liskeard, Cornwall, Grocer. 
Web»’s Hotel, Liskeard. Square, Plymouth 

Cope, Titus, Stoke-upon-Tie 1t, Stafford, Carter. Nov 10 at 3 at offices 
of Turner, Albion st, Hanley 

Cossens, Robert, Cheltenham, Gloucestar, Accountant, Nov $ at l2at 
offices of Potter, Northfield House, North place, Cheltenham 

Dew, James, Much Birch, Hereford, Farmer. Nov 11 at 3 at offices of 
Corner, High town, Hereford 

Fell, James, Dewsbury, York, Tailor. Nov. 13 at 11 at offices of 


Walker, Dewsbury 
Nov 18 at t 

at offices of Ford, Rowcroft, Stroud. Davis, Stroud 

Galaiti, John Sergio, Bloomfield st, Merchant. Nov 25 at 2 at offices 
of Turquand and Co, Yokenhouse yard. Freshfiald and Williams, 
Bank buildings 

Galleway, Robert, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Smack Owner. Nov 9 at 
11 at offices of Moseley, Hall plain, Great Yarmouth 

Graham, George, Darlington, Durham, Grocer, Nov 13 at 11 at offices 
of Robinson, Chancery Jane, Darlington 

Griffiths, Jobn, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Excursion Agent. Nov 8 at 2 at 
offices of Dixon, Tredegar plac3, Newport 

Griffiths, Samuel, Meaford Farm, nr Stone, Stafford, Farmer. Nov6 
at the Crown Hotel, Stone, in lieu of the place originally named 

Hamilton, Robert Gordon, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Nov 8 at2 at 
offices of Beliringer, North Joho st, Liverpool 

Harding, John, Ludlow, Salop, Grocer. Nov 10 at 2.30 at offices of 
offices of Southern and Montford, Castle st, Ludlow 

Harvey, Edward William, Market place, Devon’s rl, Bcomley-by-Bow, 
Butcher, Nov 15 at | at offices of Shearman, Gresham st 

Hazeltine, Charles, Midd'e row, Spitalfields Market, Greengrocsr. Nov 
6 at 10.30 at the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd. Long, Landsdown 
terrace, Grove rd 

Hill, Daniel, Stroud, Gloucester, Grocer, Nov 15 at 3 at offices of 
Witchell, Lansdown, Stroud 

Hodge, William Henry, Healey st, Kentish town, Commeraial Clerk. 
Nov 6 at 4 at offices of Seale, Clements lane 

Hughes, Shadrach, West Dean, Gloucester, Grocer. Nov 11 at 1 atthe 
White Swan Inn, Monmouth. Haullett, Coleford 

Hurry, William John, Doddington, Cambridge, Grocar. Nov 8 at 1! at 
the Wentworth Hotel, Wentworth st, Peterborough. Smith, 

Peterborough 

Jackson, William Thomas, Peterborough, Noriham:ton, Fishmonger. 
Nov 12 at 12 at offices of Brown and Cv, Queen sr, Peterborough 

Jt fferies, James, Ardwick, Manch » C . Nov 15 at4 at 
offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 

Johnson, Mark, Huyton, Lancashire, Chemist. 
of Barrell and Kodway, Lord st, Liverpool 

Jones, Thomas William, Lower Sloane st, Chelsea, Oilman. Nov 8 at 
l at 9, King Edward st, Newgate st.. Miles 

Keighley, Arthur Montague, Beeston, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. 
Nov 12 at 3 at offices of Cranch and Stroud, Low pavement, Notting- 


ham 

King, William Goadyear, Nash, Buckingham, Timber Dealer. Nov 19 
at 12,30 at the Railwav Hotel, Blecchley. Shepherd, Lzton 

Kirkham, Francis, Sheffleld, Sncpkeeper. Nov 12 at 1! at offices of 
ottices of Binney and Sons, Queen st cha nbers, Sheffield 

Lancaster, ‘Thomas, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Grocer, Nov!2 at 


Nov 10 at 3 at 
Nov 10 at 2 
Nov I0 at I 


Nov 10 at 2 at 





Nov 15 at 3 at offices 


12 at the Victoria Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-furness, Jackson, 
Lepine, William George, Upper Kennington line, Vauxhall, Boot 
Maker. Nov 10 at 3 at 42, Lorrimore rd, Walworth. Hicks, Annis 
Levick, John, Brook st, Ratcliffe, Journeyman Butcher. Nov 18 a5 12 
at offices of Holloway, Bali’s Pond rd, Islington. Cooper, Chancery 
Lockley, John, Walsall, Stafford, Miner. 
Bill, Bridge st, Wa'sal 
Nov 10 at 2.30 at offices 
of Quinn and Sons, Lord st, Liverpool 
Lumb, Henry, Liversedge, York, Stuff Manutacturer. Nov 11 at 11 at 
Maish, George Roach, and William Mant Maish, Manchester, Paper 
Collar Manufacturers. Nov 10 at 3 at offices of Chester and Co, 
Mason, George Johnstone, Manchester, Decorator. Nov )6 at 2at offices 
of Burnett, Brown st, Manchester. Marshall, Manchester 
at offices of Toomas, Emcry lane, Boston 
Mortimer, Frederick Gomersal, Jarrow, Durham, Draper, Nov 11 at 
$ 
Morton, James Basham, Wretton, Norfolk, Farmer. Novy 12 at 12 at 
offices of Wilkin, Athensam chambers, King’s Lynn 
Phelps and Sidgwick, Gresham st ’ 
Murney, Bernard Jamas, Pendieton, Lancashire, Boot Manufacturer. 


Ulverston 
rd, South Hackaey 
jane 
Nov 10 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, William Henry, Liverpool, Boot Maker. 
offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 
S.aple inn 
Millman, John Tidd Pratt, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Bill Poster. Nov 6at11 
2 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leed 
Munre, Donald, Bow common, Oil Refiner, Nov 23 at 2 at offices of 
Nov lt at 12 at offices of Dawson, Ridgefield, Manchester 
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Orrell, Joseph. Great Crosby, nr Liverpool, Batchor, Now 11 at 2 at 
offices of Smith and CO», Brunswick st, Liveryool 

Pike, Richard William, Sturminster Marshall, Dorsst, Wheolwright- 
Nov 5 at 11 at offices of Moore, Wimborne Minster 

Playfair, David, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker. Nov 18 at 2 at 
offices of Winship, Victoria buildings, Grainger st west, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Pritty, HA Hacheston, Suffolk, Grocer. Nov 10 at 2 at the Coach 
and Horses Hotel, Brook st, Ipswich. Notcutt 

Reese, Thom1s Windsor, Bsaufort, Brecon, Grasnzgrozer. Nov 5 at 3 
at offices of Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Rhodes, Emanuel, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Edge Tool Miker. Nov 
13 at 11 at offices of Underhill, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 

Roberts, William, Manchester, Furniture Dealer. Nov Ll at 5 at offices 
of Hampson and Walmeley, King st, Manchester 

Robertson, Lawrence, Ulverston, Lincashira, Commission Azant. 
Nov 10 at 11 at the Temperancs Hall, Ulverston. Jackson 

Robertsou, William, Dowgate hill, Accountant. Nov 8 at 3 at offices of 
Yeo and Warner, Hart st, Bloomsbury square 

Robinson, John, Barrow in-Furness, Lancashire, Watch Maker. Nov 9 
at Il at theSun Hotel, Ramsden st, Barrow-in-Furnes3. Bradshaw 
and Pearson, Barrow-in-Furness 

Schofield, Jonathan, Wootton, Lincoln, Publican. Nov 10 at 11 at 
Offices of Nowell and Priestley, Barton-on-Humber 

Sisley, Henry Gibbs, Beresford st, Woo!wich, Sign Writer. Nov 11 at 
3at the Wheatsheaf Public-house, Heary st, Woolwich. Cooper, 
7 lane 

Smith, Edward, Liverpool st, Walworth rd, out of business. 
3 at offices of Chipperfield, Trinity st, S»uthwark 

Smith, George Edward, Batley Carr, York, Painter. Nov l2 at 3 at 
offices of Good, Union st, Dewsbury. Ibberson, Dawabu-y 

Smitb, Thomas Alfred, Coicherne terrace, Richmond rd, South Kens- 
ington, Glass Dealer. Nov 10at3 at offices of Parker and Locke, 
The Pavement, Clapham 

Smithers, Samuel, Crescent place, Hackney rd, Sawyer. Nov 15 at 3 
at offices of Lewis and Lewie, Ely plece, Holborn 

Sowton, George, and Charles Jonathan S»wton, Nunhead Railway Sta- 
tion, Coal Merchants. Nov 15 at 2 at offices of Field and Vo, Matro- 
politan buildings, Queen Victoria st. Warmington 

Standley, George, Leeds, Boot Dealer. Nov 10 at 12 at officzs of Rooke 
and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Le3Js 

Taylor, John Mercer, Salem place, Walham green, Mineral Water 

ufacturer. Nov 10 at 3 at offices of Griffiths and Grifi:hs, King 

st, Cheapside 

Thompson, James, Southport, Gancashire, Draper. Nov 10 at 10.30 at 
offices of Etty, Lord st, Liverpo >! 

Trim, Frederick, Twickenham, Middlesex. Nov 6 at 4 at offices of Frog- 
gart, Argyll st, Regent st 

Truman, Edwin Philip, Wes‘on-super-Mare, Somerset, Fishmo1ger. 
Nov 16 at 12 at the Talbot Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol. Chapman, 
Weston-super- Mare 

Wainwright, John Wilson, Upton park Farm, Salop, Farmer. Nov 9 
at 3 at otfices of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidd-rminster 

Washington, George, L ght, L hire, Daaler. Nov Lt at Ll at 
offices of Tremewen, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Wayco t, Joseph, Reigate, Surrey, Builder, Nov 16 at 3 at o'fices of 

ood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Whitfield, Edwin, Shipley, York, Cabinet Maker. Nov 10 at 11 at offices 
of Lees and Cu, New Ivszate, Bradford 

Wilks, Alfred, Fern st, D:von’s rd, Bromley-by-Bow, Carman. Nov 6 
at 10.15 at offices of Hick«, Globe rd, Mile end 

Woolston, George Thomas, Stockport, Cheshire, Pianoforte Dza'er. Nov 
11 at 4 at offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 

Wythes, George Washington, and Sanuel Wythes, Bilston, Stafford, 
General Drapers. Nuv 13 at 11 at o‘fices of Barrow, Que:n st, 
Wolverhampton 


Nov 5 at 





Tuespar, Nov, 3, 1875. 

Abbott, Thomas, and Alexander Wilson, Newark-upon-Tre1t, N ot'ing- 
ham, Boiler Makers. Nov 17 at 12 at the George Hotel, George st, 
Nottingham. Fraser, Nottingham 

Allard, Robert, Bedfield, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer. Nov 25 at 12 at the 
Fox Hotel, Stowmarket. Jennings, Ipswich 

Anderson, John, Liverp0!, Coach Builder. Nov 16 at 12 at offices of 
Carruthers, Claqton svaare, Liverpool 

Bagg, Thomas, Taunton, Somerset, Innkeeper, Nov 15 at 11 at offices 
of Reed and Cook, Paul s*, Taunton 

Baker, Rev Charles, Pembridgs square, Bayswater. Nov 13 at II at 
offices of Dyte, Fleet st. Wordcock, New inn 

Bell, Robert, Rainhill, Lancashire, Joiner. Novl7 at 2 at offices of 
Gibson ani Bolland, South Joha st, Liverpool 

Bennett, James, Chayel, Hants, Carman. Nov 11 at3 at ‘offices 
of Shutte, Portiand st, Southampton 

Boa!, A’exander Blackwood, and Joseph Walbran Tate, Halifax, Yo-k, 
Boot Manufacturers. Nov tl at Lt at offices of Loagbottom, Nurth- 
gate chambers, Halifax 

Bonsey, Chirles, Barrow-in-Furn1ss, Bake*. Nov l5at 12at the Vic- 
toria Hots!, Charch st, Barrow-in-Furness, Jaskson 

Bootbman, John Thomas, and Henry Boothman, Huddersfis!d, York, 
Indizo Dyers. Nov 15 at3 at offices of Rimsien and Sykes, John 
William st, Hud lersfizld 

Baxton, Edward Greene, Liverpool, Prolace Broker. Nov 15 at 2 at 
offices of Gibson and Bollani, Souih Jona st, Liverpool. Etty, Livor- 


pool 

Cadby, Frederick, Birmingham, Glass Daaler. Nov 15 at 12 at offices 
of Ladbury, Newhall st, Birmingham 

<amp, Ina Manley, Portsmouth, Hants, Fruiterer. Nov 13 at 4atoffices 
of King, North st, Portsea 

Chambers, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Miner. Nov 20 at 12 at offices of 
Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Chas’er, Charles Edward, Longton, Stafford, General Draper. Nov 13 
at 10.30 at 8, York st, Manchester. Adderley, Longton 

Clarke, Samuel Robert, Sheffield, Grocer. Nov 12 at 12 at offices of 
Hodgson, Bank at, Sheffield 

Cogzel!, James, Wollaston, nr Stourbridge, Worcester, Fruite-er. Nov 
15 at 11 at offices of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 

Coles, Edward Sillence, Ferdinand st, Csmiten town, Grocsr. Nov 10 at 
. oe the Masons’ Ha'l Tavern, Misons’ avenu>, Basinghall st. 

ms 





Conyers, Thomas Kilburn, Friday st, Cloth Merchant. Nov 16 at 2 at 
offices of Lowrey, South parade, Leeds. North and Sons, Leeds 

Cook, William John, Reading, Berks, Coal Merchaat. Nov 12 at 3 at 
offices of Dodd, Friar st, Reading 

Crump, Thomas, Ross, Hereford, Butcher. Nov 16 at 3 at Bryant's 
court, Brookend st, Ross. Adams, Upton Bishop 

Davir, Ann, Handsworth, Stafford, out of business. Nov 16 at3 at offices 
of Parry, Bennett’s h ll, Birmingham | 

Dixon, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cabinet Maker. Nov 12 at 3 at 
officas of Pickering, Parliament et, Kingston-upon-Hull. Laverack, 

1 


u 

Dolling, Radolph Gottlob, Wibsey, York, Manufacturar, Nov 17 at 11 
at the Victoria Hotel, Bradford. Atkinson, Bradford 

Downes, James, Manchester, Confectioner. Nov 15 at 3 at the Fal. 
staff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Ward, Manchester 

Drew, George, Aston, ne Birmingham, Grocer, Nov 25 at 3 at ofices 
of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Durrant, William, Luton, Bedford, Butcher. Nov 17 at 11 at officosof 
Shepherd, Park st west, Luton 

Elvy, Joshua, Doddington, Kent, Fruiterer. Nov 15 at 2 at offices of 
Jonnson, Faversham 

Emery, Sarah, Congleton, Caeshire, Glass Daaler. Nov (9 at 3 at offices 
of Tompkicson and Furnival, Hanover st, Burslem. Furnival, Burs- 
em 

Fairless, John Davison, Sunicrland, Darhim, Butcher. Nov LI at 11 
at offices of Haswell, Norfolk st, Sunderland 

Fullwood, George, Wandsworth, Miller, Nov 11 at 2 at the Auctioa 
Mart, Tokenhouse yard. Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhouse yard 

Glave, Albert, Newent, Gloucester, Watch Maker. Nov 26 at 12 at 
offices of Cooke, Newent 

Goodwin, William, Buxton, Derby, Coach Builder. Nov 15 at 11 at 
offices of Hampson aud Walmsley, King st, Manchester 

Graham, John, Wellington, Somerset, Tailor. Nov 15 at 11 at offices 
of Beeves, Mary st, Taunton ‘ . 

Green, Robert Merrick, Moselle villas, Northumberland park, Totten- 
ham, Mercantile Clerk. Nov 10 at 2 at offices of Kennedy, Warwick 


court, Gray’s inn 

Hall, Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brushmaker. Nov 22 at 2 at offices 
of Benuing, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hancock, William, Leeds, Tailor, Nov 17 at 12 at offices of Middleton 
and Sons, Park row, Leeds 

Harris, Samuel, Birmingham, General Dialer. Nov 16 at 11 at offices 
of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 

Harvey, Joshua, Caistor, Norfolk, Hay Dealer. Nov 13 at 11 at the 
Aquarium Hotel, Great Yarmouth. Rees and Co, Chancery lang 

Hil, George, New Malton, York, Cabinet Maker. Nov 15 at 3 at the 
George Inn, New Malton. Simpson, New Malton 


Hirst, Sarai Ellen, Oldham, Lancashire, Grocer. Nov \5 at 11 at offioas 
of Clark, Clegg st, Oldham 
Nov Ll at 2 at offices of 
S:weli, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Johnson, Wiliam, Manchester, Buotmaker. Nov 18 at 3 at the 
Jones, Thomas Cambrian, Cein Maur, Denbigh, Deaper. Nov 15 at 1 
at the Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Wrexham. Longueville and Co, 
Kattengell, Gustavus William, and Louis Alexander Campbell, Leaden- 
hall st, Merchants. Jan 31 at 2 at the Oity Terminus Hotel, Can- 
Kerr, Thomas, Wheeler; place, Haverstock hill, Boot Maker. Nov Ilat 
3 at 4, Great Winchester st buildings. Maude 
Watts, butter Market, Ipswich 
Leigh, John, Bradford, Lancashire, Foreman Butcher. Nov 15 at2 at 
Lemattre, Jules, Canterbury, Teacher of Languages. 
the Rose Hotel, Canterbury. Delasaux, Canterbury 
Noy 9 at Il at 
Offices of Green and Griffiths, Mary st, Carmarthen 
Lovegrove, Thomas Henry, South row, Covent Garden Market, 
row, Bloomsbury. ‘Tibbitts, Field court, Gray’s inn 
Lowrie, George, Spennymoor, Durham, Hosier. Nov 16 at 12 at offices 
Matthews, Edward, Salmon’s lane, Limehouse, Boot Maker, Nov 22 at 
2 at offices of Coburn, Leadenhall st. 
at 5, Westgate buildings, Bath. Wilton 
McKenzie, James, Cheetham, Lancashire, Plumber. Nov 22 at 3 at 
McNulty, James, Wigan, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. Nov 15 at 2 at 
offices of Woo1, King st, Wigan 
at 2 at Chard’s Hotel, Bath. Beckingham, Bristol 
Moore, John George, Gray’s inn rd, Hairdresser, Nov 12 at 2 at offices 
Moses, Wiliiam Thomas, Plymouth, Devon, Draper. Nov 17 at Ll at 
offices of Greenway, Frankfort st, Plymouth 
Nov 
il at 11 at offices of Tree, The Avenue, Cross,: Worcester 
Munson, William, Scarborough, York, Tobacconist. 
offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Murphy, Michael, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Nov 15 at 12 at offices 
Murray, Byron Hope, Bolton, Lancashire, Plumber. Nov 17 at 3 at 
Richardson, Wood st, Bolton 
8 at offices of Lay, Michell’s place, Vineyard, Richmond 
Murrell, William, and Alfred Wiiliam Murrell, Yaxham, Norfolk, Corn 
Nash, Josep, Bewdley, Worcester, Saddler. Nov 17 at 11 at offices of 
Whitcombe, Load st, BewJley 
of Langham, Robertson st, Hastings 
Oxford, John, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Builder, NOv ll at 3 at 
Parker, William, Birmingham, Cheshire, Builder. Nov 16 at 3 a6 


Home, Thomas, Winluton, Durham, Gro:zer. 
Ciarence Hotel, Spring gardeas, Manchester. Rideal, Manchester 
Oswestry 
non st. Holland and Co., Sliocing lane 
Kettle, tenjamin,{Harwich, Essex, ‘Tailor. Nov 19 at 12 at offices of 
offices of Duckworth, Brown s', Manchester 
Nov 16 at 1 at 
Lloyd, John, Johnstown, Carmarthen, Contractor. 
Licensed Victualler. Nov 20 at 2 at offices of Smith, Southampton 
of Macdonald, Mosiey et, Newcast'e-upon-Tyne 
May, Charles, Langley Fitzurs, Wilts, General Dealer. Nov It at 12 
offices of Kitson and Grundy, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Mills, George, Wick and Abson, Gloucester, out of busiaess. Nov 17 
of Ager. Barnard’s inn, Holbora. Harris, Godliman st 
Mans'ow, Reuben, Drvitwich, Worcester, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Nov 18 at 2 at 
of Hawses and Weeke:, Temple st, Birmingham 
Murray, George Oswaid, Richmond, Surrey, Private Tutor. Nov liat 
Merchants. Nov 12 at 2 at offices of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Noakes, Horace, Lewes, Sussex, out of business, Nov 13 at 12 at offices 
offices of Maher and Porcia, Temple st, Birmingham 
ofices of Parkinson, Commerce court, Lord st, Liverpool 
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, John, Wolverhampton, Safford, Fac‘o-’s Clers. Nov 22 at 1g 

at offices of Barrow, Quean at, Wolverhampton 

Williem, Birmingham, Boer Rotailer. Nov l5 at ILat o fice: 

of Smith, Temple st, Birminghan 

pendell, Henry, Lest, Staffordshire, Painter. Nov 19 at 2at 2, Stock- 

st, Leek 

a aery, Bristol, Hanlier. Nov 12 at 12 at offices of Benson and 
Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 

Rix, Arthar, Rotherhithe st, Tro. Marchant. Nov 10 at? at 111, 
Cheapside. Allen and Edwarts, Old Jewry 

godinson, John, Scarborough, York, Butcher. Nov 12 at 11 at offices 
of Bartl'ff, Malton 

ghileock, Alfred, Old Kent rd. Grocer. Nov '5a* 2 at offices of Izard 
and Betts, Eastcbeap. Carter and Bell, Eastclea> é 

simmons, John, and Robert Sharp2, Q1cen Anne's gata, Woastninste-, 
Contractors. Novl5 at 12 atthe [uns of Court Hotel, High Hol- 
porn. Moon, Lincoln’s inn fizlds 

Simpson, William, and Hannah Maria Simoson, Wentdridze, Yor‘, 
Innkeep2rs. Nov !6 at 3 at the Crown and Anchor Inn, Beast Fair, 
Pontefract. Lodze . 

Smith, William, Scarborough, York, Tailo-. Nov 19 at3 at owices of 
Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborouzh 

Stevenson, John, Ashborne, Derby, Innkesper. 
of Holland and Rigby, St John st, Ashborne 

Tattersall, Samuel Hunt, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Printer. Nov l2 
at2at offices of Wilson, Guild st, Burto1-01-Trant 

Taylor, John, Sheerness, Kent, Enginesr R.N. Nov 8 at 12 at offizes 
of Sismey, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, Copelan1, Sheerness 

Thorlby, Joseph, H-lpringham, Lincoln, Tailor. Nov tl at Li at 
offices of Dyer, Church lane, Boston 

Todd, William, Bridgnorth, Salop, Licensed Victualler, Nov 15 at 4 at 
the Bandon Arms Ion, Low town, Bridgnorth. Miller and C», 
Kidderrninster 

Turner, Ephraim, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; Grocer. Nov 16 at 2 at officas 
of Joel, Newgate at, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Veal, Sidney, Birmingham, Butcher. Nov 11 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Verity. Benjamin, Woolwich, Kent, Baerhouse Keeper. Nov 12 at it 
at offices of Buchanan, Basinghall st 

Vimpany, Thomas, Badgeworth, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Nov 16 at 3 
at offices of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenhan 

Watkins, William, Alexandra rd, Upper Norwood, Gent. Nov 12 at 3at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Rooks and Co, King st, Cheapside 

Whittaker. Thomas, Paine hill, ne Standbura, York, Fasmer. Nov 15 
at 3at offices of Hu!l and Baldwin, Clitheros 

Youngerman, So'om»n, Morris Young2rman, and Joseph Franklin, 
Manchester, Furniture Daalers. Nov 24 at 2 at offices of Rylanse 

“and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 


Nov 15 at 2 at offices 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shcoting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
ofthe preceding month. 


St. Luke’s, East India Dock-road, Bethnal-green, Hackney-road, and 
Brockley.—Valuable Freeh old and Leasehold Property ; also Freehold 
and Copyhold Ground-rents, with early reversions, 


ESSRS, C. 0. & T. MOORE will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, NOVEM3ER Il, 
ONE for TWO, in Lots, the brick-built factory and pramises Norman's- 
buildings, Old-street, St. Luko’s, let on lease at £15; six dwealling- 
houres, 27 and 28, Great Mitchell-street, 15, 16, 17, and 18, Helmat-row, 
and 19, a workshop and premises adjoining, let at £181, term 36 years, 
ground-rent £50 for the whole; an eight-rooned residence with 
garden and forecourt, 22, Pigott-street, East India-road, let at £26, 
term 43 years, ground-rent €4 12s.; a freehold six-roomed howss with 
long garden in rear, 151, Christ-street, Bromley, annual value, £26; 
two plots of freehold land adjoining 243, East India-roa, frontage 37 
feet 6 inches, depth 101 feet, a portion islet at £15, and building at end 
of ground will be included in sale; a copyhold ground-rant of £45 per 
anum, secured upon 12 dwelling-houses, 14 to 24, Collingwood-strest, 
nal-green, and cottage in rear, leased for 80 years, nominal fins 
and quit-rent;. freehold ground-rents amounting to £15 per annum, 
fecured upon eight houses and shops, 142 to 155, Go'dsmiths’-row, Hack- 
ney-road, with reversions in 1878 and 1879 to rack rentals, estimated at 
£260; also reversions to four houses and shps, 158 to 164, Goldsmiths’. 
few, and two freehold houses and shops, 138 and 140, Goldsmiths’- 
tow, lat on lease at £71; and a nine-roomed residence, with garden in 
Tear 140 feet long, 6, Albert-villas, Manor-road, Brockley, let at £33, 
term 92 years, ground-rant £4 193. 
Particulars of 
JOSEPH BARRETT, Esq., Solicitor, 5, Leadenhall-strest, E.C. ; 
Messrs. LEWIS & SONS, Solicitors, 7, Wilmirgton-square, W.C, ; 
JOHN PENDERGAST, Esq., 334, Commercial-road, E. ; 
WILLIAM SHEARMAN, Esq., Solicitor, 13, Litthe Tower-street, 


E.C, ; 
at the Mart ; and at the Auctioneera’ Offices, 14#, Mile End-road, E. 








Periodical Sales by Auction (established bate, of Absolute or Contingent 


‘Reversions to Funded Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, 
Life Interests, Railway, Dock, and Shares ofevery kind, Bords, Ad- 
Yowsons, Next Presentations, Rent Charges, Freehold and Leasebold 
Ground-rents, Residential and Agricultural Estates, and all descrip- 

tions of present or prospective property. 
ESSRS. MARSH, MILNER, & CO. announce 
that their forthcoming PERIODICAL SALES by AUCTION 


take place at the GUILOHALL COFFEE-HOUSE the first THURS- 
DAY in every month throughout the present year as follows :— 


Thursday, Nov. 4th | Thursday, Dec, 2nd 





Periodical Sales of Land, Freehold and Leasehold Properties. 


\ ESSRS. MARSH, MILNER, & CO. announce 
i that their PERIODICAL SALES for the year 1875 of LAND 
DOM AINS, Mountain Ranges, Woods, Forests, and Important Resi- 
dential, Agricultural, and Sporting Estates, Suburban Properties, City 
and Busingss Premises, will take place at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, near the Bank of England, in the City of London, upon the 
following Thursdays in each month throvghout the present year— 


November J ith, 18th, 25th | December 9th, 16th, 23rd 
Other special appointments aréarranged for the holding of sales in 
distant places where local auctions are deemed advisable. 
City Auction, Land, and Reversion Offices, 54, Cannon-street, London 
established 1843). 
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Just published, feap. 8vo, cloth, 1s., 


HE COUNTY COURTS AOT, 1875, with Notes 
and authorized Costs. By G. MANLEY WETHERFIELD, 
Solicitor. 
Also, nearly ready, medium 12mo, cloth, 10s., 
FENSHE COUNTY COURT STATUTES from 1846 
to 1875, tte Repealed Sections co-densed, with the new Con- 
solidated Orders, 1875, Forms, Fees, and C sts, Practice, Notes, and 


x. 
London ; Locxwoop & Co., 7, Stationers’ Hall-court, E,C. 





Now ready, royal 12mo, price 14s., cloth, 


THE JUDICATURE ACTS, 1873-5: 


CONTAINING THE STATUTES, RULES OF COURT, AND ORDERS 
IN COUNCIL, 


With Marginal and Intersectiona! Notes, and a full Index, forming a 
PRACTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


By J. M. LELY and W. D. I. FOULKES, Barristers-at-Law, Authors 
of “* The Licensing Acts, 1828, 1869, and 1872—74.” 


Snort Taste oF Contents.—I. History of the Supreme Conrt, and 
Sammary of its Procedure.—II. Act of 1873.—III. Act of 1875, and 
Schedule containing Rules of Court, with Marginal Notes supplied, 
and Forms.—IV. Orders ia Council, being Additional Rules of Court as 
to Costs, &c., and the Order establishing District Registries.—V. 
Statutes incorporated in the Jadicature Acts.—VI. Subsistinr Pro- 
cedure as to Oral Evidence, Trial by Jary, Petition of Right, Imprison- 
ment for Debt, Evidence on Commission, Action in forma pauperis, 
with Titles of Statutes and Rules regulating Divore¢, Admiralty, 
Probate, and Revenue Procedure, and Ma'ters assigned exclasively 
Fn Chancery Division of the High Court.—ViIL. Time-Table.— 
ndex. 

*.* The above, bound in limp leather, price 188. 6d. ; INTERLEAVED, 
price 2is. 

Hesay Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane ; Srevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane, 
Law Public hers. 





LLOYD’S CONTINUATION OF CH TT Y’S STATUTES, 
Now ready, for 1875, pr’ce 16s., sewed, 
VHE STATUTES OF PRACTICAL UTILITY, in 
the Civil and Criminal) Administra‘ion of Justice, Passed 33 & 
39 Victoria, 1875. Alphabetically arranged, with Notes thereon, and a 
copious Index. By HORATIO LLOYD, Esq., Judge of County Courts, 
London: H, Swser, 3, Chancery-lane; Sravens & Sons, 119, Chan- 
cery-lane, Law Publishers. 





Second edition, price 7s. 6d., 


LACKSTONE ECONOMIZED ; a Compendium 
of the Laws of England. By DAVID MITCHELL AIRD, Esq., 
of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

** The style ia a model of brevity and perspicuity. . . . A volume 
which has pretty nearly solved the problem how to make the people 
understand the policy of the laws under which they live. . . . 
It is probably with a view tothe utility of such a work for educational 
purposes that Lord Selborne has accepted ths dedication of it, for its 
method is thoroughly practica!.’”’—'* Spectator.” 


Just pub ished, price 73. 6d., 


HE CIVIL LAWS OF FRANCE. By DAVID 
MITCHELL AIRD, Exsq., Barrister-at-Law, Middle Tample. 

*(A single glance at this book reveals the practised hind of an able 
master in the way of arrang ng his su>j-ct and meth dizing his work, 
+ . « Mr. Aird’s problem is a model of concise and handy treat- 
ment of the subject, . . . The law student will find this work 
a most useful additionto bis library, dearing, as it does, so closely 
upon the subject now in highest estimation at ths Inas of Court, 
« - «It is worthy of msntion that, with his p»rnission, this book is 
dedicated to the Lord Chief Justice of England.” —* Law Magazine.” 

London: Lonemans, Green, & Co., Paternoster-row. 





MR. ERICHSEN ON CONCUSSION OF THS SPINE. 
Now ready, in crown 8vyo, price 10+. 6d., cloth, 


N CONCUSSION of the SPINE, NERVOUS 
SHOCK, and other ORSCURE INJURIES of the NERVOUS 
SYSTEM, in ther Clinical and Medico-Legal Aspects. By JOHN 
ERIC ERICHSEN, Senior Surgeon to Univ. Coll. Hosnital, Holme 
Professor of Clinical “urze-y in Univ, Col!. Lond., &¢., Author of “ The 
Science and Art of Surgery.” 
London : Lonemans & Co. 
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THE JUDICATURE ACTS. 





STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, 


DEPOSITIONS, AFFIDAVITS, FORMS, AND OTHER DOCUMENTS, 
PRINTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ABOVE ACTS AND RULES 


BY 


SPOTTISWOODE & CO., 


87, CHANCERY LANE; 30, PARLIAMENT STREET; 38, ROYAL EXCHANGE; anp 
NEW STREET SQUARE. 





NOW READY, DEMY 8vo, 18s., 


THE SUPREME COURT 


OF JUDICATURE ACTS, 


1873-5, 
AND THE RULES OF COURT, FORMS, AND SCALE OF FEES, 
WITH INTRODUCTION, NOTES, AND INDEX. 


BY MORGAN 


LLOYD, 


ESQ, QC, MP. 





DALDY, ISBISTER, & CO., 56, LUDGATE-HILL, AND ALL BOOKSELLERS. 





HE SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACTS, 1873 and 1875. 


Messrs. EVISON & BRIDGE are prepared to supply the NEW 
FORMS under the above Acts at the most moderate prices. 

Where 50 or mora copies of a fourm are required, the name of the 
District Registry, and other necessary alterations, will be insert.d 
without extra charge. The forms being kept in type, a)l orders will 
be executed by retarn of f po: t. 


NOW READY, 
MXHE SCALE of FEES payable under the Supreme 


Court of Judicature Acts, usiform in size with the Acts of Par- 
liament, Price 6d. 


HE SUPREME COURT of JUDICATURE 
Price aaa ACT, 1875: Containing Rules and Forms, 


HE ADDITIONAL RULES and COSTS, with 
.List of District Registries, dated August 12, i875, Price 6d. 


N INDEX tothe JUDICATURE AOTS, 

RULES, and FORMS (uniform with the Acts and Rules). By 

W. CLOWES, Esq., one of the Chancery Reg'strars. Half-bound, 
cash price 9s. 64, 


HE JUDICATURE ACTS, 1873, 1874, and 1875, 
containing Rules and Forms; and the Additional Rules, and 

List of District Registries, of August 12, 1875, printed uniform in size 
with Acts of Parliament; bound in red basil, gilt lettered, price 11s. 6d, 
Do. do. do., interleaved ove oe price 14s. 6d. 
Do. do. do. do. (with Clowes’ Index) a on price 24s, 6d. 

















Evison & Barpox, Law Stationers and Printers, 22, Chancery-lane. 





Just ready, in two vols., royal 8yvo, price £3 15s., cloth, 
Szeventa Epirion, 


MITH’S LEADING CASES. A Selection of 
Leading Cases in various Branches of the Law, with Notes, 
Third and Fourth Editions, by JAMES SHAW WILLES and HENRY 
SINGER KEATING, Eeqs., of the Inner Temple, afterwards Judges of 
H.M. Court of Common Pleas. Seventh Edition, by R. HENN COL- 
LINS and R, G. ARBUTHNOT, Esqs., Barristers-at-Law. 


Now ready, price £1 11s. 6d., cloth, 
Firra Eprtion, 


ROOM’S COMMON LAW. Commentaries on 
the Common Law, designed as Introductory to its a“. By 
HERBERT BROOM, ~ Se Barrister-at-Law, Professor of Common 
Law to the Inns of Cou 
Note.—The teat Acts now in operation having necessitated 
very material alterations in this Edition, the First Book has been, so far 
as it concerns — entirely re-written and adapted to the present 
mode of Procedure 


London: W. Maxwez1u & Sow, 29, Fleet-street, B.C. 





Just ready, in one vol., 8vo, price £1,{cloth, 


YITZ ADAM’S JUDICATURE ACTS. The Ju. 

dicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, Rules of Court, Forms of Plead ing 
Orders in Council, Table of Costs, ee Scale of Cour 
Fees, &¢., with Practical Notes. By J. T. FITZ ADAM, of the 
Inaer Temp!e, Esq., EB irrister-at-Law. 





Ready November 12th, price 6d., by post 7d., 


4 te INTERMEDIATE (No. 28), containing the 
Questions of the Intermediate Examination of Michaelmas 
Term, 1875, with the Answers. Edited by EDWARD HENSLOWE 
BEDFORD, Author of * The Intermediate Examination Guide,” “ The 
Intermediate Examination Guide to Book-keeping,” &c. 
London: Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 





Jast published, price 1s., 


HE STUDY of JURISPRUDENCE. By R.M, 
= PANEHURST, LL.D. (Lond.), of Lincoln’s-inn, Barristor-ate 
, Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 





Just published, 
HE LAWYER'S COMPANION for 1876, 


(Thirtieth Annual Issue), Containing a Diary, London ard Pro- 
vincial Law Directory, Tables of Costs, Legal Time-Tabies, an Outline of 
the Judicature Acts, Cases affecting Attorneys, &c.,&c. Edited by JOHN 
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